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conditions, in which he was happily successful. His work duor-
ing the fourteen years of membership in the National House
was marked by much that was laudable and valuable; but to
thji?s particular piece of legislation it was his special pride to
refer,

Whenever one approaches the task of naming to those who
are left behind and those who are to come the virtues and
characteristics of one who has departed, there is always the
danger of an overrating of the good and the asserting of facts
which will not bear the light of time’s continued rays. In the
case of our departed colleague, however, the danger is lessened,
if not actually removed, by the character of the man. Per-
sonally, he was all that the most rigid code could require. Pub-
licly, he was a devoted servant of the people and one to whom
the public trust was a sacred thing. Throughout all he was a
gentleman, in the truest meaning of the word, and the State of
Massachusetts has lost one whose memory will ever be revered,
while we who are to carry on his work have lost an associate
whose kindness and gentleness we shall long remember.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. FOSS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that Members who desire to do so may have leave to
print remarks on the late Mr. LoveriNG for ten legislative days.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT.

At 1 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m., in pursuance of the resolu-
tions heretofore adopted, the House adjourned until Monday
at 12 o'clock noon,

SENATE.
Moxpay, June 6, 1910.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the
Journal was approved.
ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an ad-
ditional estimate of appropriation for distinctive paper for
TUnited States securities for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911,
£28 097.50 (8. Doc. No. 604), which, with the accompanying
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

H. R. 13468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia;” and

H. R. 20370. An act authorizing the widening of Fifth street
NE., in the District of Columbia.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill
(8. 7359) to amend laws for preventing collisions of vessels and
to regulate equipment of certain motor boats on the navigable
waters of the United States.

The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 22390) to
amend paragraph 5 of section 6 of the act of Congress approved
July 1, 1902, entitled *“An act making appropriations to provide
for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum-
bia,” etc., asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr.
Sarra of Michigan, Mr. Pearre, and Mr. Cox of Ohio man-
agers at the conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R, 25552) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and
for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate.

The message further announced that the House had passed
the following bill and joint resolution :

8.5. An act providing for the reappraisement of unsold lots
in town sites on reclamation projects, and for other purposes;
and

8. J. Res. 88, A joint resolution to enable the States of Ore-
gon and Washington to agree upon a boundary line between
sald States where the Columbia River forms said boundary.

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions com-
memorative of the life and public service of Hon. William C.
Lovering, late a Representative of the State of Massachusetts,

ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were
therenpon signed by the Vice-President:

8.7653. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and wars other than the civil war and certain widows and de-
pendent relatives of such soldiers and sailors;

H. R.13468. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia;”

H. R. 18285, An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Mississippi River between Moline, Ill., and Betten-
dorf, TIowa;

H. R.19403. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors;

H. R. 20370. An act authorizing the widening of First street
NE.,, in the District-of Columbia ;

H. R. 20490. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors; and

H. R.21754. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the fiftieth
anniversary of the battle of Gettysburg commission, praying
for the enactment of legislation authorizing the cooperation
and participation of Congress in the semicentennial anniversary
of the battle of Gettysburg, July 1, 2, and 3, 1913, which was
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church of the TUnited States, praying for the
passage of the so-called * white-slave traffic bill,”” which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Colorado African Coloni-
zation Company, praying for the enactment of legislation look-
ing to the betterment of certain conditions existing in the
Republie of Liberia, which was referred to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Woman's Club of
Orange, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called “ white-
slave traffic bill,” which was ordered to lie on the table,

He algo presented a memorial of the Wesley Auxiliary, Wo-
man's Home Missionary Society, of Paterson, N. J., remonstrat-
ing against the construction and maintenance of a railroad
track in square 673, city of Washington, which was referred to
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

He also presented a memorial of James B. MecPherson Post,
No. 52, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New Jer-
sey, of Hackensack, N. J., remonstrating against the aceeptance
of the statue of Gen. Robert E. Lee to be placed in Statuary
Hall, United States Capitol, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

He also presented petitions of Loecal Grange No. 85, of Wil-
liamstown; of Local Grange No. 73, of Ewing; of Somerset
Grange, No. 7, of Middlebush; of Local Grange No. 12, of Rin-
goes; of Local Grange No. 40, of Windsor; of Local Grange No.
147, of Wrightstown ; of Local Grange No. 132, of Cold Spring:
and of Loeal Grange No. 29, of Elmer, all of the Patrons of
Husbandry, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the adop-
tion of certain amendments to the present oleomargarine law,
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Windsor,
N. J., praying that an appropriation be made for the extension
of the work of the Office of Public Roads, Department of Agri-
culture, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Minnesota Commer-
cial Federation, remonstrating against the passage of the so-
called “ parcels-post bill,” which was referred to the Committee
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Local Grange, Patrons of
Husbandry, of Sullivan, Me., and a petition of Bear Mounfain
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Waterford, Me,, praying that
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an appropriation be made for the extension of the work of the
Office of Public Roads, Department of Agriculture, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of Bear Mountain Grange,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Waterford, Me,, remonstrating against
the repeal of the present oleomargarine law, which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Will County, IllL, praying for the pas-
sage of the so-called “white-slave traffic bill,” which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tllinois,
praying that an appropriation be made for the extension of the
work of the Office 6f Public Roads, Department of Agriculture,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of sundry eitizens of
Concord, N. H., remonstrating against the establishment of a
department of public health, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine.

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Plainville, Kans., and a petition of sundry citizens of Parsons,
Kans., praying that an appropriation be made for the exten-
sion of the work of the Office of Public Roads, Department of
Agriculture, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the East End Sub-
urban Citizens’ Association, praying that an appropriation of
$3,000,000 be made for the erection of a national convention hall
in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented a petition of the Liberty Chapter of the
National Society Daughters of the American Revolution, of
Tilton, N. H., praying for the retention and strengthening of
the Division of Information of the Bureau of Immigration and
Naturalization in the Department of Commerce and Labor,
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. SHIVELY presented petitions of the Indiana State Dairy
Association, the Muncie Electric Company, and the Muncie Gear
Company, and of the N. P. Bosher Company, of South Bend,
all in the State of Indiana, praying that an appropriation be
made for the extension of the work of the Office of Public Roads,
Department of Agriculture, which were ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. PILES presented a petition of Lake Grange, No. 362,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Seattle, Wash., praying that an ap-
propriation be made for the extension of the work of the Office
of Public Roads, Department of Agriculture, which was ordered
to lie on the table.

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the board of school
trustees of Bozeman, Mont.,, praying that an appropriation be
made for the extension of the field work of the Bureau of
Education, which was referred to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the Reading Club of Pa-
cific Beach, Cal.,, praying that an investigation be made into
the condition of dairy products, which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of California,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the with-
drawal of water from navigable streams for the purpose of
jrrigating arid lands, which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Redlands,
Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the extension
of the work of the Office of Public Roads, Department of Agri-
culture, which was ordered to lie on the table.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SCOTT (for Mr. WerMoRrE), from the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds, to whom the subject was referred,
reported an amendment providing for the enlargement of the
Capitol Grounds, etc., intended to be proposed to the sundry
civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 25773) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors
(Report No. 7T82) ;

A bill (H. R. 25185) granting pensions and increase of pen-
gions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors
(Report No, 783) ;

A bill (H. R. 25406) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors
(Report No. 784) ;

A bill (H. R. 25822) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army, and
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors (Report No. 785) ; and

A bill (H. R. 25409) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors (Report No. 786).

Mr. DIXON. I am directed by the Committee on Conserva-
tion of National Resources, to whom was referred the bill
(8. 37T19) for the appointment of a national commission for the
conservation of natural resources, and defining its duties, to
report it with an amendment. I give notice that at a later day
I shall file a written report to accompany the bill

dThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the cal-
endar.

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (8, 4728) to remove the charge of desertion
standing against the military record of Minor Berry, reported it
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 7T88) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 24723) granting permission to the city and
county of San Francisco, Cal, fo operate a pumping station on
the Fort Mason Military Reservation in California, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report (No. 789) thereon.

Mr. DIXON. I am directed by the Committee on Military
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 7T848) granting per-
mission to the city and county of San Francisco, Cal., to operate
a pumping station on the Fort Mason Military Reservation, In
California, to report it without adverse recommendation, and
I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed, as the House
bill on the same subject has just been reported by me.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10280) to authorize the
Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, to receive twelve
8.2-inch breech-loading field guns, carriages, caissons, limbers,
and their pertaining equipment from the State of Massachu-
setts, reported it with amendments and submitted a report
(No. 787) thereon.

MISSOURLI RIVER BRIDGES.

Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 8426) to authorize the St.
Lounis-Kansas City Electric Railway Company to construct a
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the town of Arrow
Rock, Mo., to report it favorably, without amendment, and I
submit a report (No. 781) thereon. I invite the attention of
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. WaArNER] to the bill.

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration -of the bill.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. PILES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce,
to whom was referred the bill (8. 8425) to authorize the St.
Louis-Kansas City Electric Railway Company to construct a
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the town of St
Charles, Mo., to report it favorably without amendment, and I
submit a report (No. 780) thereon.

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objeetion, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. TAYLOR :
“A Dbill (8. 8531) to prevent trusts or combinations intended
to restrain trade or commerce or to control the market value of
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merchandise, produce, or commodities; to the Committee on In-
terstate Commerce.

By Mr. PURCELL (for Mr. McCUMBER) :

A bill (8. 8532) for the relief of Charles M. Askegren and
others (with an accompauying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 8533) for the relief of certain government con-
tractors; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FLETCHER :

A bill (8. 8534) releasing the claim of the United States Goy-
ernment to Arpent lot 44, in the old city of Pensacola; to the
Committee on Public Lands.

A bill (8. 8535) granting a pension to Rebecca V. Rooks; and

A bill (8. 8536) granting an increase of pension to Lorinda
Herr; to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. JOHNSTON. I present, for my colleague [Mr. BANEK-
HEAD], who is absent from the Senate on account of sickness,
three bills, which I ask may be read twice by their titles, and
referred to the Committee on Claims:

The bill (8. 8537) for the relief of estate of James M.
Alexander, deceased (with accompanying papers) ;

The bill (8. 8538) for the relief of heirs or estate of Grief S.
Green, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; and

The bill (8. 8539) for the relief of James W. Gilbreath (with
an accompanying paper); were read twice by their titles, and
referred to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SHIVELY :

A bill (8. §540) granting an increase of pension to Julius
Blessin (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
gions.

By Mr. NIXON:

A bill (8, 8541) granting a pension to Ferdinand Imobersteg;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GALLINGER :

A bill (8. 8542) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to make regulations defining the rate of speed
of vehicles within the District of Columbia (with an accompany-
ing paper) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

A bill (8. 8543) to acquire certain land in Petworth addition
to the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, as a
public park; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. DICK :

A bill (8. 8544) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. Blackford; and

A bill (8. 8545) granting a pension to Anna M. Gladfelter; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SCOTT:

A bill (8. 8546) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
Marple (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. PERCY :

A bill (8. 8547) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist
Episcopal Church South, of Warrenton, Miss.; to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

A Dbill (8. 8548) to correct an error in the record of the sup-
plemental treaty of September 28, 1830, made with the Choctaw
Indiang, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

By Mr. CLAPP:

A bill (8. 8549) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
reserve certain lands from entry and settlement, and for other
purposes; and

A bill (8. 8550) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
classify, appraise, and dispose of certain lands on the Flathead
Indian Reservation, Mont., under such rules as he may pre-
scribe; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 8551) to authorize James D. Markham and
Chauncey A, Kelsey and others to construct a dam across the
St. Croix River between Minnesota and Wisconsin; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

A bill (8. 8552) granting an Increase of pension to Charles
H. Lamphier; to the Committee on Pensions. i

By Mr. OVERMAN : :

A bill (8. 8553) to enlarge the public building in the city of
Raleigh, N. C. (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BAILEY (by request) :

A bill (8. 8554) for the relief of G. C. Pickett; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. McENERY :

A Dbill (8. 8555) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Ce-
lestine Malveau, deceased (with an accompanying paper); to
the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. SIMMONS :

A bill (8. 8556) to enlarge the United States building in the
city of Raleigh, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds,

AGRICULTURAL ENTRIES ON COAL LANDS,

Mr. DIXON. I should like to have unanimous consent at
this time for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13907) to
provide for agricultural entries on coal lands. The bill was
reported three weeks ago from the Committee on Public Lands.
I think there is no question of dispute concerning it. It has
been passed by the House. If opens to entry an area of coun-
try about the size of Pennsylvania which has been withdrawn
from agricultural entry. The department has recommended
it, and the committees of both Houses have reported it favor-
ably. The bill has already been read, and it would take only a
few minutes to dispose of it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks
i];élol;'imous consent for the present consideration of House bill

Mr. HALE. Has the morning business been concluded ?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not.

Mr. HALE. I ask for the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL.

Mr. SCOTT submitted two amendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to the ommibus claims bill, which were ordered
to lie on the table and be printed.

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment proposing to appropri-
ate $12,500 to enable the Secretary of War to make further
surveys for continuing the improvement of St. Michael Canal,
Alaska, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap-
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

AMr. OWEN submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$25,000 for the care, maintenance, and improvement of the Platt
National Park, Okla., etc., intended to be proposed by him to
the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

VALVATION OF RAILROAD PROPERTY.

Mr. SIMMONS. - I submit an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill. It is very
short, and I will ask consent that it be read.

The proposed amendment was read, ordered to be printed, and
referred to the Committee an Appropriations, as follows :

Insert as a new paragraph the following:

“To enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to ascertain and de-
termine the value of the property of any transportation company sub-
ject to the act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved
Fehrua? 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, when, in the Jjudg-
ment of the commission, such determination is necessary for the just
decision of any matter in controversy involving the reasonableness of
a rate, charge, or classification, or the rensonabfeness of a proposed in-
crease of a rate, charge, or change of classification, $100.008."

PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS.
Mr. DIXON. Some days ago the testimony taken before the

Committee on Conservation of National Resources regarding the
preservation of fur seals was ordered to be printed. Accom-
panying the testimony there is a map showing the migration
of the seals during certain seasons. It is very important to
have it printed in view of the many inquiries for copies of the
hearing, and I ask for the adoption of the following order,

The order was read, as follows:

Ordered, That the map and illustrations accompanying the report
of testimony before the Committee on Conservation of Natlonal Re-
sources pertaining to the bill (8. 7242) to proteet the fur seals be printed
with the testimony taken at the hearing before said committee,

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Montana
whether that applies only fo the printing of the hearing for
the use of the committee.

Mr. DIXON. It does. d

Mr. SMOOT. Then I have no objection to it.

The order was agreed to.

COURT OF COMMERCE, ETC.

Mr. CLAPP. I ask that the bill (8. 6737) to create a court
of commerce and to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended,
and for other purposes, be printed as a Senate document. (8.
Doc. No. 606.) I ask that it be printed in three parallel
columns: First, the Senate bill as reported to the Senate;
second, the Senate bill as ordered to a third reading by the
Senate; and, third, the House bill No. 17536 as passed by the
House of Representatives.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and the
order is entered,
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NAVIOATION REGULATIONS.
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (8.
7359) to amend laws for preventing collisions of vessels and to
regulate equipment of certain motor boats on the navigable
waters of the United States, having met, after full and free
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
;’nent of the House, and agree to the same with amendments as

ollows :

Section 1, in the fourth line thereof, after the word * steam,”
strike out the words “ and sail vessels using auxiliary power.”

In the last line of section 1, after the word * steam,” strike
out the words: “This aet sghall not apply to nonnavigable
waters.”

Section 3, affer the word “long” at the end thereof, strike
out the period and insert a colon and the following: “ Provided,
That motor boats as defined in this act, when propelled by sail
and machinery or under sail alone, shall carry the colored lights
suitably screened but not the white lights prescribed by this
section.”

Section 5, in the first line thereof, strike out the words: “ of
class two or three.,”

In the fourth line of section 5, after the word “ carry,” in-
sert the word “either;” after the word * life-preservers” in-
sert the word “or;"” after the word “belts” insert the word
“or;"” and in the fifth line of said sectlon 5, after the word
“ buoys " insert the words: “ or other device, to be prescribed by
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor.”

Section 9, after the word “repealed,” at the end thereof,
strike out the period and insert a colon and the following:
“ Provided, That nothing in this act shall be deemed to alter or
amend acts of Congress embodying or revising international
rules for preventing collisions at sea.”

J. H. GALLINGER,

Geo. C. PERKINS,

JaumEs P. CLARKE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

War. 8. GREENE,

W. E. HUMPHREY,

J. W. ALEXANDER,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
CLAIMS OF OMAHA INDIANS.
Mr. BROWN submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8.
4179) authorizing the Omaha tribe of Indians to submit claims
to the Court of Claims having met, after full and free confer-
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re-
gpective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14,
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, and 29; and
agree to the same,

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House numbered 12, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In lien of the matter proposed insert
the following:

“That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said Court of
Claims to hear and determine all claims of the Otoe and Mis-
gourin Indians of whatsoever nature which either or both of
said tribes of Indians may have or claim to have against the
United States, with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court
of the United States by either party, for the determination of
the amount, if any, due either of said tribes from the United
States under any treaties or laws of Congress or the unexecuted
stipulations of any treaties or for the misappropriation of any
of the funds of either of said tribes for purposes not for their
material benefit or for the failure of the United States to pay
either of said tribes any money due;” and the House agree to
the same.

Norris Brownx,

GEO0. SUTHERLAND,

W. E. PurceLL,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

P. P. CAMPBELL,

Birp McGuUige,

J. P. LATTA,

Managers on the pari of the House.

The report was agreed to.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

H. R. 25552. An act making appropriations for sundry civil
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1911, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE TO STOREKEEPERS, GAUGERS, ETC.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business?
If not, morning business is closed.

Mr. BRADLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 5035) granting cumulative annual
leave of absence to storekeepers, gaugers, and storekeeper-
gaugers, with pay. v

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration. It proposes that storekeepers, gaugers, and storekeeper-
gaugers shall be granted a cumulative annual leave of absence,
with pay, not to exceed in the aggregate fifteen days for any
one year or portion of a year when they are actually assigned
to duty, the leave to be operative under such rules and regula-
tions as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap-
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of a number of pension bills on the calen-
dar, On account of the lateness of the session, unless the bills
are promptly passed, it will probably be impossible for us to get
them over to the House and secure action. I have been wait-
ing now for two or three weeks while the railroad bill has been
under consideration, and I hope there will be no further delay
in passing these bills. .

I first ask unanimous consent for the present consideration
of the bill (8. 8400) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the eivil war and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pension
the following-named persons at the rates stated: °

Elijah F. Smith, late of Company I, Eighty-first Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Daniel B. Elkin, late of Battery B, Kentucky Volunteer Light
Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Spencer M. Hillebert, late of Company A, Thirty-second Regi-
ment, and Company A, Sixteenth Regiment, Wisconsin Velun-
teer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Adelia Ditman, widow of John F. Ditman, late of Company
F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $20 per
month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Helen L. Ruger, widow of Thomas H. Ruger, late major-
general, United States Army, $30 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving,

Henry Wren, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Rachel M, Hunt, widow of John M. Steck, late captain Com-
pany G, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, $12.

William B. Drake, late of Company C, One hundred and
eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, $24 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Francis M. Watkins, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Samuel W. Brewer, late first lieutenant Company C, Two
hindred and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Viall A. Putnam, late of Company G, Fifty-eighth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving.

Joseph A. Street, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regiment
Towa Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving,

Lorenzo P. Duncklee, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

John T. Waples, late of Company E, First Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Frank B. Miller, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment,
and Company G, Twentieth Regiment, Maine Volunteer In-
fantry, $24 per month in lien of that he is now recelyving.
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Guy Glessner, helpless and dependent child of Peter Gless-
ner, late of Company E, Cass County (Mo.) Home Guards, $12.

Jacob M. Corwin, late of Battery G, Third Regiment United
Stlat!ea Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving,

Richard Douglass, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regl-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Henry Dean, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving, .

Winfield 8. King, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment,
and Company ¥, Tenth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer
Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

William A. Rose, late of Battery E, First Regiment Rhode
Island Volunteer Light Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Daniel M. Yeager, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

Cyrus Trough, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment West
Virginia Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

Allen Baker, jr., late captain Companies E and B, First
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

Horace Worthington, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regi-
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving. ;

Mary A. Parker, widow of Sylvester G. Parker, late of Com-
pany C, Thirty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
captain Company H, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

William H. Hornaday, late of Company F, Sixty-third Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Kate B. Jarvis, widow of William TI. Jarvis, late of Com-
pany F, Fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
first lieutenant Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment United
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

James Justus, late of Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company F, One hundred
and twenty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Jonathan D. Butler, late of Company H, First Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Mechanics, $36 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.

Henry W. Hale, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa
Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

Orlando Spurback, late of Company I, First Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Elizabeth A. Bassett, widow of Ezra Bassett, late acting
ensign, United States Navy, $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

Peter Riggle, late of Company C, Two hundred and seventh
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

William M. Thomas, late of U, 8. 8. Princeton, Albatross, and
Susquehanna, United States Navy, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Mathias Skarison, alins Mattes Matteasen, late of Company
A, Fortieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Benjamin Carter, late of Company C, Two hundred and third
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.

William R. Mitchell, late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

John Bedford, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Califor-
nia Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

David F. Bradburn, late of Company O, Second Regiment
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

James Haley, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Aaron Chandler, late first lieutenant Company A, One hundred
and thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving,

Samuel K. McGinnis, late of Company B, First Regiment
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Light Artillery, $30 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

William Posey, late of Company @, First Regiment, and unas-
signed, Third Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Charles Shelly, late of Company E, Ninety-fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

John Ruble, late of Company A, Third Regiment West Vir-
ginia Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

Mattice Shafer, late of Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving. 4

John H. Case, late of -Company E, Ninth Regiment Indian
Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving,

Emily A. Capron, widow of Charles C. Capron, late of Com-
pany C, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Francis M. Work, late captain Company C, First Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Charles E. Bells, late of Company G, Second Regiment Mis-
souri Volunteer Light Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

Hugh Bailey, alias Brady, late of Company E, Twenty-fourth
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

Augustus B, Conard, late of Company E, First Regiment New
Jersey Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Sanford D. Van Pelt, late first lieutenant Company A, Seventh
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

James E. Wood, late of *Company A, First Regiment Ken-
tucky Volunteer Cavalry, $50 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

John Sigman, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Kentucky
Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

Wilson A, Martin, late of Company B, Eighty-fourth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

John Miller, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-
fifth Regiment, and Company D, One hundred and ninety-second
RRegiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.

Martha H. Aldrich, widow of Joseph A. Aldrich, late acting
assistant surgeon United States Army, $12.

James Patterson, late of Company ¥, Fourth Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Minnie L. White, widow of Daniel M. White, late of Company
E, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and
major and assistant inspector-general, Second Division Fourth
Army Corps, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,
and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor
children of said Daniel M. White until they reach the age of 16

years.
4 Hugh Macauley, late of Company C, and first lieutenant and
regimental quartermaster Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

James B. Vaughan, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

Henry V. Klock, late of Company C, Ninety-fourth Regiment,
and Company D, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment, New
York Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Herbert F. Wood, late of Thirteenth Battery, Wisconsin Vol-
unteer Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

Lydia R. 8. Woodbury, widow of William W. Woodbury, late
first lientenant Company K, Second Regiment Minnesota Volun-
teer Infantry, $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Wesley B, Sultzer, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Oscar D. Brown, late of Fourth Battery, Indiana Volunteer
Light Artillery, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
celving,
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Joseph P. Josselyn, late of Company H, Second Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; Company B, Mississippi Marine Brig-
ade Volunteer Cavalry; and Company I, Mississippi Marine
Brigade Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Eliza McGuire, widow of Fulton MecGuire, late of Company
G, Thirty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In-
fantry, $12.

Carlos W, Carr, late of Company E and first lieuntenant Com-
pany F, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, $30 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

William H. Appleton, late of Company I, Second Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company H,
Fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry,
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Helen G. Evans, widow of Ira C. Evans, late second chief
musician, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Enoch T. Hanson, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment New
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Charles H. Hilton, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Lewis A. Doane, late of Company D, Eighty-third Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Bennett B. Fuller, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Henry 8. Wilkinson, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment
Towa Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving,

Benjamin Clow, late of Battery C, Chicago Volunteer Light
Artillery, and Battery B, First Regiment New York Volunteer
Light Artillery, $24 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

Phendens H. Potter, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieun of
that he is now receiving.

Ewen Joseph Cameron, late of Company A, Second Regiment
Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $30 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving. i

Abiel Cheney, late of First Battery, Vermont Volunteer
Light Artillery, and First Company Vermont Volunteer Heavy
Artillery, $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Thompson R. Brady, late of Company F, One hundred and
first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

Edward 8. Scott, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Ella R. Mattocks, widow of Charles P. Mattocks, late colonel
Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and brigadier-
general United States Volunteers, war with Spain, $50.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr., SCOTT. I now ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H. R. 24739) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil
war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers
and sailors.

Mr, BAILEY. Mr. President—

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senate that there are five of
these pension bills, and if Senators will have patience for only
a few moments we will do justice to these old soldiers and
their widows, and clear the calendar. i

Mr. BAILEY. I will give the Senator a few moments with
the understanding that I may then get a few moments.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
amendments,

The first amendment of the Commitiee on Pensions was, on
page 11, after line 7, to strike out:

The name of Barbara A. Bauman, former widow of Charles F.
Helder, late of Troop I, Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of Margaret Crowley, widow of Jeremiah Crowley, late of
Company C, Forty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and

pay her a Pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving.

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will
not be agreed to. This is a pension for a widow who is in a
very serious condition; in fact, at times she has been confined
in a state institution. I have a number of affidavits here relat-
ing to the case. The report of the House committee is quite
lengthy. They gave it considerable investigation——

Mr. SCOTT. I am willing that the amendment be dis-
agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment reported by the committee,

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, on page 19, line 24, I move to
strike out the word “forty” and to insert in lieu thereof the
word * fifty.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SeEcrRETARY. On page 19, line 24, before the word * dol-
lars,” it is proposed to strike out * forty ” and in lieu thereof to
insert “ fifty,” so as to read:

The name of R. H. L. Smith, late of Company I, Elghth Regiment
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, One hun-
dred and ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The . bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. SCOTT. I now ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H. R. 24137) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the eivil
war and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers and sailors.

Mr, BACON. Mr, President, my attention was not directed
to the particular number of the bill. I want to inguire of the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], who I understand is in charge
of the bill——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
[Mr. Scorr] is in charge of the bill.

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Utah is familiar with the
fact that I desire to make an inquiry about. Doés this bill
include those matters that came over from the House?

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the Secretary state the number of
the bill now before the Senate.

The SeEcCRETARY. House bill 24137,

Mr. SMOOT. I will state to the Senator from Georgia that
the bill in which he is interested is calendar No. 636, and the
one in which his colleague, the junior Senator from Georgia
gi\lllr. Cray], is interested is calendar No. 635. This is not the

Mr. CLAY. I have calendar No. 635 before me now.

Mr. SCOTT. Those bills will be called up later.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; they will be called up later.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, on page
24, after line 11, to strike out:

The name of Eli Ambers, late of Company C, Second Regiment New

ersey Veteran Volunt Inf: .
gr szi per month in ligrof tﬁ:l%rl{e ;ngosgmﬂl:g?ension Lt

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment wag eoncurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time. ;

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. SCOTT. I now ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H. R. 22637) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the
Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of
wars other than the civil war, and to widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Pensions with amendments.

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
page 1, after line 5, to strike out:

The name of John G, Patton, late of Company D, First Regiment

Georgla Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pensi
the rate of $20 per month,’ s ¥ DL B

Mr. SMOOT. T ask that the amendment be disagreed to.
The amendment was rejected.
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u‘fhe next amendment was, on page 2, after line 11, to strike
out:

The name of Arthur T. Whipple, late of Third Company TUnited
States Volunteer Signal Corps.

The amendment was agreed to.

%‘he next amendment was, on page 2, affer line 13, to strike
out:
meﬂ%’ﬁfﬁo‘f‘mﬁé&imﬁh, war l:Ehﬂépfi‘::? m’ paG)'r
_ at the rate of §17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 17, to strike
out:

The name of Albert E. Lo late of Hospital Corps, United
Btates Army, war with Spain, m il £k

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 2, to strike
out :

The name of Biddy Lockwood,
wood, late of Company F, First Re
pay her a pension at the rate of £1

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 19, before the word
“dollars,” to strike out * twenty” and insert “ thirty;" so as
to make the clause read:

The name of John A. Rafter, late major and surgeon Twentieth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $£30 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. S8COTT. I ask unanimous eonsent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 24744) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regn-
lar Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and saflors of wars
other than the civil war, and to widows and dependent relatives
of such soldiers and sailors.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments.

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
page 2, after line 7, to strike out:

The name of Mary L. Nsu‘le:.:i widow of Sylvan Nadean, late of Com-
pany A, Third Regiment Uni States Infantry, war with Spain, and
&&y her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month addi-

onal on account of each of the four minor children of said Bylvan
Nadeaun until they reach the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed fto.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 13, to strike
out:

The name of John L. Thorpe, late of Ho;rltal Corps, United States
Amfﬁ war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
monti.

Mr. BROWN. I move that the amendment in lines 14, 15,
and 16 in respect to John L. Thorpe be disagreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the

amendment,

Mr. KEAN. What is the amendment?

Mr. SCOTT. Wait just a minute. Wait until we have had
time to look up the reason why we struck that out. g

Mr. BROWN. I find on examination of the report of the
House committee that it went all over the testimony with re-
spect to this young man, who served in the Spanish trouble,
and the pension propesed by the House committee is only $12 a
month. I am at a loss to understand why it should be denied.
I hope' the amendment will be disagreed to.

Mr, SMOOT. The report says:

The medical examination under the first claim for pension was made
July 2, 1902. The report thereof shows that the claimant was then 26
ears of age, 5 feet D} Inches in height, and weighed 163 pounds. No
Ejsa‘bi]lty was found from mtgaaﬂectlon, whether alleged or not. There
t time of any affection of the nervons

Seventh Regl-
him a pension

ndent mother of James F. Lock-
ment United States Infantry, and
per month.

was even no complaint at
gystem.

The testimony shows beyond a question, Mr, President, that
this if allowed will be purely a service pension, nothing more or
less, and the Senate has always refused to allow such a pension.
I ask that the amendment be agreed to as reported.

Mr. BROWN. ‘The repert of the committee of the House
gives in detail all the testimony of the several examinations.
It finds, and so reports, that on the testimony, the claimant’s
service 18 sufficiently well established to justify the allowance
of the pension, and it recommends $12 a month. I do not think
we ought to reverse the finding of the House committee on the

testimony which they had before them and on which they
passed favorably, on the mere statement of the Senator from
Utah that he does not think it is sufficient to warrant a pension
of $12 a month.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want the Senator to say that it is on
the mere statement of one Senator, It is the unanimeus report
of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate, and I read from
the report of the IHouse. The Senate committee finds that it
would be purely a service-pension bill, and if this is allowed, I
want to say to the Senate now that there will be thousands and
thousands of similar requests presented to the Senate which
would eome under the same rule.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is to strike out the
clause. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. [Put-
ting the question.] By the sound the “ayes” have it. The
“ayes”™ have it, and the amendment is agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I think there was some misunderstanding as
to the vote.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion was on agreeing to
the committee amendment, which was to strike out.

Mr. LODGE. And the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BROWN. I would be glad to have the question put
again. My motion is to disagree to the amendment of the
committee.

Mr. LODGE. The other motion takes precadence,

Mr. BURKETT. Mr., President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the Senator

rise? -

%Ir. ‘BURKETT. I wish to say a word before the motion is
put.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Let us get it straightened out as
to what the motion is. The guestion is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment, which, as the Chair understands it, is to
strike out a portion of the bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right.

Mr. KEAN. And therefore those opposed to the pension who
voted “aye” voted to strike it out.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senate committee reports an amendment
to strike it out, and if the motion of the Senator from Ne-
braska——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposition was put on the
amendment of the committee to strike out——

Mr. SMOOT. Oh!

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And the Chair announced that the
“ayes” had it

Mr. BURKETT. There seems to be a difference of opinion.
The committees differed in their opinion on it. I think the
vote ought to be taken again.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is entirely willing to
put the vote again if there is any misunderstanding.

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to say a word in reference to
this matter.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator speaks will he per-
mit me to inguire what is the language which the committee
recommends be stricken out?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again report
the committee amendment.

The SEcReTaRY. On page 2 the committee proposes to strike
out all of lines 14, 15, and 16, as follows:

The name of John L. Thorpe, late of the Hospital Co United
States Armi, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 a month. >

Mr. BURKETT. On this amendment I wish to say a word.
This man John N. Thorpe, whose pension is proposed to be
siricken out, was a soldier in the Spanish war. The report in
the House of Representatives was very full. I have that re-
port before me, and there are two pages of it. It is an unusu-
ally long and complete report.

The evidence as therein given shows that the seoldier had
typhoid fever during his service and was confined to the hos-
pital, He applied for a pension after he was out of the service,
which was not allowed for the reason that he did not show a
pensionable disability, as the report says. It went along until
1908. To be sure, the first report showed no pensionable dis-
ability, as I have said, and for that reason the claim was dis-
allowed. I agree to that. But in 1906, first, Doctor Griffin,
the surgeon in the army under whom this soldier served, made
an affidavit, after a medical examination, In which he says. I
quote from the report—

That upon examination at that time he found him suffering from
muscular rheumatism and dilatation of the heart and its sequences,
dizziness and palpitation. ;

In another affidavit, filed in Jannary, 1907, Doctor Griffin stated
that the claimant was suffering from typhoid fever and general neu-
rasthenla at the time of his discharge from service.
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These two affidavits show that the soldier was suffering from
these diseases at the time he was discharged, and also what he
was suffering from at the time the doctor made this affidavit.
It shows not only a disability at the time of discharge from
service, but that it has continued since.

But the report shows continued disability down to last De-
cember. Let me read a little further:

Dr. F. D. Haldeman stated in affidavit executed December 27, 1909,
that he had that day examined Mr. 'I‘Imrge and found his condition as
follows : Tenderness and rigidity of lumbar muscles, slight roughness
in shoulder and kneejoints, and external hemorrhoids, uleerated and
bleeding. The witness expressed the opinion that from these causes
the soldier was then three-fourths disabled for the performance of
manual labor,

There are other affidavits from other doctors between these
two that I have quoted, all going to show a continuing disabil-
ity—one by Dr. C. 8. Minnick was filed in 1906 and another by
Dr. J. C. Wright was filed in 1907.

I have here a letter from the father of this young man which
I received only a few days ago, and I will read that part of it
pertaining to this case:

I have a letter from our Congressman sayin
mittee on Pensions has cut out my son, J. L.
perate way, can do no work, and has a wife and
anxious to see this go through.

This brings the case down to date practically.

The House committee allowed only $12 per month, which is a
very small pension, and they made a very thorough examina-
tion of the case, as stated by my colleague. The House of
Representatives passed the bill because of these affidavits to
which I have referred. They believed it was a worthy case.
After reading that report and this letter from the young man’s
father I am sure there can be no question but what this young
man is in a desperate way physically. He has a wife and child
to support. 'The record shows he was taken out of the army,
discharged, when he was suffering with typhoid fever and
neunrasthenia. As I called attention to the fact a moment ago,
the affidavits show that he had a disability when he was dis-
charged, and that it has been a continuing disability, resulting
from that army service.

It seems to me a pension of $12 for a soldier in such condi-
tion is not excessive, and, in fact, most deserving. I therefore
hope the amendment will not be agreed to, but that the pension
will be allowed as it passed the House of Representatives.

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to inquire of the Senator
from Utah as to the length of time this man served.

Mr. SMOOT. He served in the Hospital Corps from July 29
to September 19, 1898—not two months.

Mr. GALLINGER. He was enlisted——

Mr. SMOOT. He did not serve two months. He was dis-
charged from the corps on the application of his father.

Mr. GALLINGER. Was he discharged for disability?

Mr. SMOOT. He was suffering at the time from typhoid
fever, or had had an attack.

Mr. BURKETT. He was in the hospital at that time, sick
and suffering. His father made application to get him out be-
cause he was suffering, and he was discharged. He probably
would have died if he had left him there in the hospital, as
many others did. ! .

Mr. GALLINGER. I have forgotten some of the pension laws,
with which I was very familiar when I was on the committee.
I will ask the Senator from Utah if the act of June 27, 1890,
applies to a soldier of the Spanish war? I think it does not.

Mr. SMOOT. It does not.

Mr. GALLINGER. Under that law we granted a service pen-
sion to all soldiers who served in the civil war if they had
ninety days’ service, and in a very large number of cases we
waived the length of service by special act. It is true this sol-
dier does not come under that act, but if the soldier was regu-
larly enlisted and had a disease that incapacitated him, and he
was dismissed for that cause, it does seem fo me that we ought
not to stick in the bark about giving this young man in his bad
condition, which, I presume, is unquestioned now, the paltry
sum of $12 a month, considering what we have done heretofore
in matters somewhat similar.

I shall vote to retain the item in the bill, although I dislike
exceedingly to differ from the Senators who are on the com-
mittee.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator complains of this being a small
pension—$12 a month. It is a great deal more than many, many
of the soldiers of the civil war are drawing to-day.

This man made application for a pension, and his first exami-
nation was held July 2, 1902. That was four years after his
father had secured his release from the Hospital Corps. The
report of the medical examination says:

The report thereof shows that the claimant was then 26 years of
age, 5 feet O} Inches In helght, and welghed 163 pounds. No disability

that the Senate Com-
horpe. He is in a des-
lcig‘ieldl, and I am very

was found from any affection, whether alleged or not. There was eyen
no complaint at that time of any affection of the nervous system.

It does seem to me, Senators, that if we are to pay this man
a pension there will be thousands of cases based upon the same
kind of action and testimony as is this.

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish our pension legislation—and I
have some knowledge of it—was as free from what I think is
favoritism as it would be if we passed a good many bills similar
to this one. I believe that this young man, having contracted
disease in the army and having been dismissed when he was in
a state of health where he could not serve—

Mr. BURKETT. Dimissed from the hospital.

Mr., GALLINGER. From the hospital—is much more entitled
to a pension than a great many of the thousands of men who
are to-day on the rolls, and I could easily enumerate them if I
would take the time to do it.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator there is not one par-
ticle of evidence showing in any way that the trouble he is
suffering with to-day is of service origin.

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, well, Mr. President, that is true of
nearly a hundred thousand men who are on the roll under the
act of June 27, 1890. We never required that they should show
that they had incurred any disability in the army. We simply
put them on the rolls because of service covering ninety days,
and there are, I think, 100,000 of them,

Mr. SMOOT. You are speaking of the age limit?

Mr. GALLINGER, Noj; I am speaking of the regular act of
June 27, 1890.

Mr. BROWN. The record shows that this young man was
in good health when he enlisted; that he went to Chickamauga ;
that he was taken sick with typhoid fever and was taken to the
hospital, and discharged by reason of the sickness thus incurred.

Mr, SMOOT, The whole service was not two months.

Mr, BROWN. If the Government should not pay a pension
in this case, it should not pay any pensions at all.

Mr. SMOOT. I say that the whole period of service, if serv-
ice it can be called, was two months.

Mr. BROWN., He was in the hospital nearly all the time,
It was all the service he could give. He went there a well man,

Mr. SCOTT. Let us have a vote.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators have a right to debate.

Mr. SCOTT. I think we are all through.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska has
now surrendered the floor. That there may be no misunder-
standing, the Chair will state that the question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee, and that is to strike out this
provision from the bill.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
page 2, after line 16, to strike out:

The name of Samuel Mailhoit, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment

United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him i
rate of $§16 per month, i e & pigion A% e

The amendment was agreed to.

’fhe next amendment was, on page 2, after line 20, to strike
out:

The name of Daniel Nagle, jr., late of Company B, First Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infant .' war with Mexlcg. and capta!eng’Com-

ny D, Bixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and captain

ompany D, Forty-eighth Regiment I’ennsilvania Volunteer Infantry,
and colonel One hundred and seventy-third Pennsylvania Drafted
Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 12, to strike
out: 2

The name of Marion W. Harris, late captain Comgan A, Third

P

Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with ain, and pay

him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

Mr. SMOOT. I hope the Senate will disagree to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 12, after the word
“ Infantry,” to insert * Florida Indian war,” so as to make the
clause read :

The name of James H. Dinning, late of Captain Henry’

Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantrpy, l?lorld%r,‘lzd?::m:g:
and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 25, after the word
“ Legion,” to insert “ Utah Indian disturbances,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Alexander Cowan, late of Capt. Lyman L. Stevens's
com y, Col. Geurg:nA. Smith's regiment of cavalry, Nauvoo Legion
Uta ln{lhlan disturbances, and pay him a pension at the rate o $§
per month.

The amendment was agreed to,
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to strike out:

commmatne 0L RS T LAl wiley of Charts Lalg, lae enienl
nder, Un avy, pay her a pension at the raf
§$40 per month in lieu of that she is now raeanlng?

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bili
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr. SCOTT. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R.
24148) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war, and to
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments.

The first amendment of the Committe on Pensions was, on
page 1, after line 5, to strike out:

The name of Mayme BE. Lacourclere, widow of Joseph W. La-
courciere, late of Company Ma Becond Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, war with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12
per month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the
minor children of said Joseph W. Lacourciere until they reach the
age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 10, before the word
‘““dollars,” to strike out “ twelve” and insert “eight,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Lawrence A. Bagby, late of C
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, w{r- wi:hospnj?:?%aﬂ‘g
sion at the rate of $8 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Antonin Feldman, widow of Frederick W. Feldman, late
of Troop H, First Re{lment United States Cavalry, and pay her a -
gion at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month additio on
account of each of the minor children of said Frederick W. Feldman
until they reach the age of 16 years. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 9, to strike
out:

The name of Rachel Savage, widow of Leven Baﬂlge late of Capt.
James Gholson’s company, Kentucky Militia, war of 1 1.’:,- and pay her
a pension at the rate of *12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 18, to strike
out:

The name of Thomas H. Rawls, late of Anderson’'s battery, South
Carolina Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 21, to strike
out:

The name of Denver D. Barnes, late of Troop M, Eleventh Regiment
United States Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of §12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 2, after the words
“ United States Navy,” to insert “ war with Spain,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of James Bond, late of U. 8. 8. St. Paul, United States
Navyi: war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month. 3

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of Harriet P. Lemly, widow of Samuel C. Lemly, late lieu-
tenant-commander, United Btates Navy, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. SCOTT. I ask for the present consideration of the bill
(H. R. 23376) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the civil war,
and to the widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
sailors.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments,

A, Fifth Regl-
pay him a pen-

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
Dage 3, after line 14, to strike out:

The name of Frank B. Gray, late of Company M, First Regiment
Wiscon i
Pokriice gﬂe‘ 3}“&13??;9}-“&;% war with Spain, and pay him a pension

The amendment was agreed to.

%‘he next amendment was, on page 4, after line 10, to strike
ont:

The name of Kayeton Stravink, late of Ordnance Department. United
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr, SCOTT. I ask for the present consideration of the
bill (H. R. 24450) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war, and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the
Whole proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments.

The first amendment of the Commitiee on Pensions was, on
page 12, after line 17, to strike out:

The name of Henry V. Whitehead, late of Company B, Eleventh
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 1, before the word
“dollars,” to strike out “ thirty-six” and insert * forty;” so
as to make the clause read:

Wg;l;.evnama of g&m (.‘; ]]‘{::l;;r’ late 3f Com ?n_f X, Tw;etfthtR&gimelz;
Irg:lnin ? n:
of $40 per month in lieu of thnttry heals n%gvy reclc:e[;v?ngp.ens gy i

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was on page 23, line 20, before the word
“dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert “fifty,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Barnet Boyles, late of Company B, h%gﬂventeanth Regl-

ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was on page 23, line 24, before the word
‘*dollars,” to strike out *thirty " and insert “ fifty,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Willlam Graham, late of Company A, Seventh Regl-

ment Kansas Volunteer Cn.va.lr{, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. SCOTT. I ask for the present consideration of the bill
(8. 83993 granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and wars
other than the civil war, and certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

The bill was considered by the Senate as in Committee of
the Whole. It proposes to pension the following-named persons
at the rates stated:

Ethel M. Hoffman, widow of Marvin G. Hoffman, late of
Company E, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war
with Spain, $12, and $2 per month additional on account of
each of the minor children of said Marvin G. Hoffman, until
they reach the age of 16 years.

Lillie Warburton, widow of James H. Warburton, late of
Company H, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infan-
try, war with Spain, $12, and $2 per month additional on ac-
count of each of the minor children of said James H. Warbur-
ton, until they reach the age of 16 years.

John F. Burrows, late of Company F, Two hundred and sec-
ond Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, war with
Spain, $20.

George W. McKelvey, late of Battery L, First Regiment
United States Artillery, war with Spain, $12.

Vern W. Shrader, late of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Troop B, Eleventh Regiment
United States Volunteer Cavalry, war with Spain, $20.

John Broshard, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, $16.

John H. Meers, Iate of Company E, Fourth Regiment United
States Infantry, $10.
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John H. Booth, late of Troop G, Eleventh Regiment United
States Cavalry, war with Spain, $24.

Harry M. Dunkin, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment
United States Infantry, war with Spain, $50 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

Bert Overly, late of Company E, One hundred and fiffy-
seventh Ilegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with
Spain, $12.

Anna L. Adams, widow of Milton B. Adams, late colonel, En-
gineer Corps, United States Army, $30.

James A. Berry, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment
TUnited States Infantry, $12 per month in lieu of that be is now
receiving.

Quinn Bass, late of Captain Jernigan’s independent company,
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, $16 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

NAVAL OBSERVATORY.

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the bill (H. R. 22685) to establish
a naval observatory and define its duties, and for other pur-
poses, be placed under Rule IX. I do that because that bill
is certain to give rise to a good deal of debate. The Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] and the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Hare] and I desire to debate it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaruiNger in the Chair).
The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that
House bill 22685 be placed under Rule IX. Without objection,
that order is made.

INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION,

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (8. 8354)
relating to the establishment and expenses of the international
joint commission under the waterways treaty of January 11,
1909. I desire to say that this is a bill simply for the purpose
of carrying out the provisions of a treaty.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the
information of the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Re-
Jations with an amendment on page 1, line 8, after the word
“ dunties,” to insert “ of like or similar kind,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, eto.,

That the three commisslioners of the Inter-
national Joint Commission to be appo

inted on the part of the United
States under the irestr of January 11, 1909, between the United
States and Great Britain, shall, in addition to their dutles as mem-
bers of such commission, perform such other duties of like or similar
kind as they may be ealled upon to perform under the direction of the
Becretary of State; and that such commissioners shall he nsepolntad by
the I'resident, by and with the advice and consent cf the Senate, and
vacancles occurring by deaih or resignation of such commissioners,
or by their removal from office by the President, shall be filled in like
manner; that each of said commissioners shall receive as compensa-
tion for his services an amount to be fixed by the Secretary of State
not in excess of the sum that shall be paid by the British Govern-
ment to each of its commissioners, and not in any case to exceed the
sum of $7,500 per annum, and that the secretary to the commissioners
on the part of the United States shall be appointed by the Secretary
of State and shall receive as compensation for his services the sum of
£3,000 per annum; that in addition to such compensation the com-
missloners and secretary shall receive their actual traveling and other
expenses necessarily incurred in connection with and in the course of
the discharge of thelr official duties; that the commissioners shall
have authority from time to time to employ, subject to the approval of
the Secretary of State, such clerical and other assistants as they ma
deem advisable, their mmgnsutlon and expenses to be fixed at suc
amount as may be determined by the commissioners and approved by
the Secretary of State; and they are further anthorized to expend an
amount to be fixed by the Secretary of State not In excess of $3,000
annually for office accommodations, equipment, and supplies,

8rc. 2. That the International Joint Commission constituted by the
treaty of January 11, 1909, aforesaid, shall have power, when holding
joint” sessions in the United States, to compel the attendance of wit-
nesses by application to the cirenit court of the United States for the
cirenit within which such session is held, which court is liereby em-
powered and directed to make all orders and issue all processes neces-
gary and appropriate to that end.

lg;:c. 3. at the sum of £75,000 is hereby appropriated out of an
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expende
under the direction of the Secretary of State, for the purpose of paying
the salaries and all other expenses as herein authorized, and the one-
half share of all reasonable and necessar{ joint expenses as herein
anthorized, and the one-half share of all reasonable and necessary
joint expenses of the commission incurred by it and under the terms
of the treaty required fo be paid by the United States.

The amendment was agreed to,
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the

amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ORDER OF BUBINESS.

Mr. KEAN., Now let us have the regular order.

Mr. DIXON. I hope the Senator will not insist on the regular
ordsgs n;)w. I am very anxious to have House bill 13907 dis-
posed of,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded.
The first bill on the calendar will be stated.

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from New Jersey if he will
not consent to the consideration of a matter of very general
and important interest, which is not a local bill and not a pri-
vate bill,

Mr. KEAN. I made a request for the regular order, but
there are several Senators around me who want to proceed
out of order, and therefore I will withdraw my request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jer-
sey withdraws the demand for the regular order, and the Sena-
tor from Montana is recognized.

AGRICULTURAL ENTRIES ON COAL LANDS,

Mr. DIXON. I ask unanimous consent to renew my request
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13907) to provide for
agricultural entries on coal lands. Itisa bill which we had up
several days ago and which was unanimously reported.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration.

Mr. KEAN. I should like to have some explanation of the
bill. It seems to be a very large subject. How much land is
agricultural land that has coal under it? I thought the Sena-
tor from Montana was very fond of the conservation of natural
resources, and this bill does not look to me very much like it.

Mr. DIXON. This bill has for its purpose the separation of
the surface title, which is fitted for agriculture, from the coal
measures lying beneath the surface. It has been one of the
measures urged by the conservationists. If the Senator from
New Jersey had kept accurate pace with the conservation move-
ment, he would not have been compelled to ask that question.
The truth is that under the homestead law lands underlaid with
coal were not subject to homestead entry under the original
homestead act.

Mr. KEAN. They ought not to be.

Mr. DIXON. They ought not to be, and until the last few
years no lands were held to be coal lands unless the coal out-
crop showed on the land itself., There might be an area
of country containing millions of acres underlaid with fine coal
beds which is just as much coal land as where there is an out-
crop of coal. When the coal experts of the Geological Survey
went into the field three or four years ago, they classified over
60,000,000 acres of agricultural lands as coal lands, and they
have been withdrawn from homestead entry on the theory that
they are coal lands. This action has resulted in withholding
from settlement vast areas of fine agricultural lands and much
embarrassment and hardship to the intending settlers.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. HEYBURN. No. The Senator from Montana is ex-
plaining it. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator. The
Senator said, perbaps inadvertently, that under existing law
ro land was held to be coal land unless there was an outcrop-
ping. The other exception is unless coal has been discovered.

Mr. DIXON. TUnless coal has been discovered. That is cor-
rect.

The purpose of this bill is to allow these settlers to enter the
surface for agricultural purposes and retain the coal by the
Government, to be disposed of hereafter under such laws as
may now be in existence or which may be enacted hereafter.

A year ago Congress passed a similar bill confined to home-
stead entries that had been made up to that time on land classi-
fied as coal lands after the settler had settled upon the land.
This is to take care of future classification as well as to re-
lieve the present exigency which exists in many States through-
out the West.

The bill has been recommended by the department, asked for
by the President, and favorably reported by the Public Lands
Committees of both the Senate and the Honse,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered in Commit-
tee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands
with amendments,
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The first amendment was, on page 1, line 5, after the word
“lands,” to strike out the words “ or are valuable for coal"” and
insert “or shall hereafter be classified as coal lands,” so as
to read:

That from and after the passage of this act unreserved public lands
of the United States exclusive of Alaska which have been classified as
coal lands, or shall hereafter be classified as coal lands, shall be subject
to appropriate entry under the homestead laws by actual settlers only,
the desert-land law, to selection under section of the act approv
August 18, 1804, known as the Carey Act, and to withdrawal under the
act approved June 17, 1902, known as the reclamation act, whenever
such entry, selection, or withdrawal shall be made with a view of ob-

taining or ing title, with a reservation to the United Btates of the
coal in such lands and of the right to prospect for, mine, and remove
the same. But no desert entry made under the provisions of thls act

shall contain more than 160 acres.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 6, after the vord
“acres,” to strike out the following:

And all homestead entries made hereunder shall be subject to the
conditigns, as to residence and cultivation, of entries under the act ap-
gmved February 19, 1909, entitled “An act to provide for an enlaiged

omestead."

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to insert on page 2, line 6, after t"ye
word “acres:"

Provided, That those who have initiated nonmineral entries or loca-
tions in good faith prior to the passage of this act on lands which
have been or shall be classified as coal lands may perfect the same
under the provisions of the laws under which such entries were made
and receive the limited patent provided for in this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HEYBURN. I move to strike out on page 3, from line
17 down to and including the word * prospecting,” in line 20.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho offers
an amendment, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 3, beginning with line 17, strike
out the words:

Upon the approval of the Secretary of the Interior of a bond or un-
dertaking to be filed with him as security for the payment of all dam-
ages to the crops and improvements on such lands by reason of such
prospecting.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I raised this objection to
the bill originally, and I am not going to discuss it at length.
I merely make the suggestion that with that provision in you elim-
inate absolutely the ordinary prospector and you eliminate the
class of people who have discovered all the coal that ever was
discovered in the United States. I undertake to say that there
never was a prospector who could comply with those provisions
or who could obtain the license and give the bond to prospect
for coal. No geological expert ever discovered coal. No coal
operators or men who put the merchantable coal on the market
ever discovered coal. It is discovered by the poor prospector.
I will not say the only objection, but one objection, I have to
the bill is that it absolutely eliminates all prospectors and the
" only class of prospectors who ever discover coal lands.

I think it is a very onerous and burdensome limitation. I
merely make that statement. The result will be that there will
be no more coal discovered by the individual citizen or pros-
pector if this bill is passed.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, progpecting for coal and pros-
pecting for other minerals of course are very distinetly differ-
ent. In order to prospect for coal it is necessary to move ma-
chinery upon the ground and drill where coal does not crop
ont on the surface. I should think it wounld be very important
to have some one not a miner enter upon a man's grounds, with
growing crops, pessibly orchards, and give some kind of bond
to be responsible for any damage that may occur to the sur-
face in consequence of the drilling operations.

Mr. HEYBURN. If coal were only discovered by sinking, the
reasoning of the Senator from Montana would be applicable;
but, as a matter of fact, when we ride along on the railroads
throughout this country from one ocean to the other we see the
coal measures outeropping. While they do not all outerop, yet
where there is an outcropping of lignite or of coal in a forma-
tive state we know, as a rule, that there are other coal measures
below.

Those locations and those discoveries have been ferreted out
by individual locators. The individual locator goes out and
gecures cooperation from men with money, but there are a great
many coal mines in the United States that were discovered
and opened by the poor prospector. I think I am safe in saying
that a majority of them were so discovered. The capitalist
only looks for coal after some one has hunted it up and pointed
it out to him and said there is coal, then he goes and looks
at it with a critical eye.

I do not think a man should be compelled to get a permit
from the Secretary in order to prospect for coal. The country

is benefited by his prospecting for it. He does not carry it
away when he finds it. He draws capital to his assistance and
it results in the development of coal.

We are doing a great deal of talking about developing the
natural resources of the country and developing coal. That
means finding it. You can not develop it until you find it.
You must find the man who is going to find it. Neither the
Senator from Montana nor the Senator from New York go out
and hunt for coal. The coal remains undiscovered because the
class of men who have been developing it along the lines sug-
gested by the Senator from Montana do not go out to look for
it until they have the assurance of somebody who has seen it,
who has traveled up into the mountains and found it there
among the brush and snow and comes down and tells about it.

As I said, I am not going to discuss this matter at length.
It is one of the measures that has much of good and much of
evil in it. The surface land should be made available; there
is no question about that at all; and there are millions of acres
of surplus lands well adapted to agricultural purposes, to home
making. S

I have always believed that that land should be opened to
settlement, for it does not follow because a vein of coal exists
or even outcrops through a section of country that the whole
country must be devoted to coal mining. It is very important
that men should be able to make homes upon the surface, and
there is not the slightest difficulty in harmonizing the occupa-
tion of the surface by the home maker with the use of the
underground by the coal miner. It is not necessary, however,
because you are going to do that, to add these onerous and bur-
densome restrictions upon the man who has to do both. Neither
the settler nor the prospector for coal is a capitalist. A eapital-
ist never either settles upon the land or prospects for coal or
anything else, except to prospect for an opportunity to develop
what somebody else has found, and to make it valuable. I think
that the provision requiring a license to prospect should be
stricken out.

Mr. PAGE. It seems to me that this is a very important
bill. When the Senator from Montana [Mr. DixoN] says that
it has received the approval of the department and of the
President, I am inclined to be quiet; buot when the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. HEYypurN] moves to amend the bill in a very
important particular, it seems to me we ought to have time to
consider the bill further. I do not want to object to its con-
sideration, but I should like to have either the bill go through
a8 the President and the department have approved it, or I
should like to have it go over.

Mr. DIXON. I hope the Senator from Idaho will withdraw
the amendment.

Mr. HEYBURN. T offered the amendment to direct the atten-
tion of the Senate to a very seriouns matter. Now, that I have
directed the attention of the Senate to it, I am not going at this
time to say another word about it. The amendment may be
voted up or voted down: it makes no difference.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN].

The amendment was rejected.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

LARDS AND BUILDINGS IN PORTO RICO,

Mr. DEPEW. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 25200) to authorize the President
to convey to the people of Porto Rico certain lands and build-
ings not needed for purposes of the United States.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico with an
amendment, on page 1, line 5, after the word * therein,” to
insert “ adjacent to the city of San Juan,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President is hereby authorized, in his
discretion, to muveg to the people of FPorto Rico such lands and build-
ings, or interests therein, adjacent to the city of San Juan, reserved
for ggb:ic uses under the aythol-lty conferred by the act approved July
1, 1902 (82 Stats. L., p. 731), as in his opinion are no longer needed
for purposes of the United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. i

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.
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CEDAR POINT AND DAUPHIN ISLAND BRIDGE, ALABAMA. °

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 7908) to authorize the Dauphin
Island Railway and Harbor Company, its successors or as-
gigns, to construct and maintain a bridge, or bridges, or via-
ducts, across the water between the mainland, at or near Cedar
Point and Dauphin Island, both Little and Big; also to dredge
a channel from the deep waters of Mobile Bay into Dauplin
Bay, and to dredge the said Dauphin Bay; also to construct
and maintain docks and wharves along both Little and Big
Dauphin islands.

It is a local bill, but it is of very great importance to my
State and to the commerce of the State.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments.

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in
section 1, page 2, line 5, after the word “Alabama,” to insert
“in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act
to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,’
approved March 23, 1906,” so as to make the section read:

That the Dauphin Island Railway and Harbor Company, a corpora-
tion created andp existing under the gemeral laws of tEe g te of Ala-
bama, its successors or assigns, be, and it is hereby, authorized to
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge or bridges and ap-
proaches thereto, for the passage and operation of railway engines and
cars and all classes of trapsportation vehicles across the water hetween
the mainland, at or near Cedar I'oint and Dauphin Island, both Little
and Big, situated in Mobile County, State of Alabama, in accordance
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construe-
tion of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 238, 1906.

The-amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 10, after
ihe word “ assigns,” to strike out “is authorized to” and in-
sert “may;” in line 11, after the word “docks,” to strike out
“ out in any direction or directions;” in line 14, after the word
“ Mexico,” to strike out “the plans therefor to be subject to
the approval of the Secretary of War as hereinafter provided ”
and to insert “ at such points and in accordance with such plans
as may be recommended by the Chief of Engineers and approved
by the Secretary of War,” so as to make the section read:

SEc. 2. That said Dauphin Island Railway and Harbor Company, its
successors and assigns, may build and maintain wharves and docks
from Little Dauphin Island, also from Big Dauphin Island, into the

waters adjacent thereto, namely, Mobile Bay, Dauphin Bay, M!sslssl‘?pl
th

SBound, and the Gulf of Mexico, at such tgo nts and in accordance w
e

such plans as may be recommended
proveg by the Sec{'et&r:.' of War. i Fhiat o Antinces Wl o

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 2, line 20, after
the word ' assigns,” to strike out “is authorized to” and in-
sert “may;” on page 3, line 2, after the word “ land,” to insert
“and;" in line 3, after the word “also,” to strike out “to”
and insert “ the said company may ;" in line 5, after the word
“islands " to strike out “and the right is hereby granted to
dredge the said channel and the said basin to any depth, width,
or extent, and to” and to insert “ and the said company may;”
in line 10, after the word *and,” where it occurs the second
time, to strike out “if necessary or advisable to” and to in-
sert “may;” in line 11, after the word “at,” to strike out
“any;"” in the same line, after the word * other,” to strike
out * point’” and insert * points;” and in line 12; after the
word “mnavigation,” to insert: * Provided, That the location,
depth, width, and extent of said channel and basin shall be
subject to the approval of the Chief of Engineers and the Sec-
retary of War, and until approved by them the work of con-
stn:lctlon shall not be commenced,” g0 as to make the section
read : .

Sge. 3. That said Dauphin Island Railway and Harbor Company, its
successors and assigns, may build, construct, or dredge a channel from
the deep waters of Moblle Bay u%‘t‘o and into Dauphin Bay, cutting or

dredging that certain portion of Dauphin Island necessary to construct
a straight channel from the proper and most convenient point or polnts
in said deep waters of Mobile Bay to and into Dauphin Bay, said por-

tion of Dauphin Island so cut through or dredged now being low and
marsh land; and also the sald company may construct or dredge a
basin to the full extent of Dauphin Bay, or any part thereof, said bay
lylng between Little Dauphin and Big Dauphin slands ; and the sald
company mag use the dredged material in filling, constructing, and re-
clalming lands on or adjacent to Little Dauphin and Big Dauphin is-
lands, and may deposit same at other points which will not interfere with
or endanger navigation: Provided, That the location, depth, width, and
extent of said channel and basin shall be subject to the approval of the
Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, and until approved by
them the work of construction shall not be commenced.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 16, to strike
out section 4, as follows:

8gc. 4. That any bridge, wharf, dock, channel, or harbor shall be of
lawful design and structure, and sball be known and recognized as a

post route, and the same is hereby declared to be a post route, mpon
which no higher charge shall be made for the transportation over the
same of the malils, the troops, or munitions of war of the United Statea
of America than the rate paid for transportation over other railroads or
ggb!ic highways leading to the said bridge or bridges, channel, or har-

r; and the United States of America shall have the right of way for
a postal telegraph across sald bridge or bridges.

And in lien thereof to insert: 3

Sec. 4. That this act shall not be construed as authorizing the in-
vasion or impairment of the legal rEths of any other person or cor-
poration, nor any Infringement wf the laws of the State of Alabama ; nor
as authorizing the use or occupancy of any portion of the Fort Gaines

Military Reservation, except in sueh manner as may be specifically ree-
‘o~m by the Chilef of Engineers and approved by the Secretary of
rar.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 10, to strike
out section 5, as follows:

Sgc. 5. That the said bridges, drawbridges, wfarves, docks, channel
and all work authorized to be consiructed or done under this act, s
be located, built, and done subject to such regulations for the security
and convenience of navigation as the Secretary of War shall prescribe,
and to the statutes and laws of the United States; and the said Dau-
phin Island Railway and Harbor Company, its successors and assigns,
shall, before construction, submit to the Secretary of War, for his exam-
ination and approval, designs and drawings of any proposed bridge or
bridges, wharves, docks, channel, or work proposed to be done under
authority of this act, together with such other information as may be
required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject.

And in lieu thereof to insert a new section 5, as follows:

Bec, 5. That the act apHroved ‘Fehl'uar; G, 1006, entitled “An act to
authorize the Mobile Rallway and Dock Company to construct and
maintain a bri or viaduct across the water between the end of Cedar
Point and Dauphin Island,” is hereby repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 5, affer the
word *“That,” to insert * this act shall be null and void if;”
in line 7, after the word “ construction,” to strike out “ upon™
and insert “of;" in the same line, after the word *the,” to
strike out “ work " and insert * works;” in the same line, after
the word *authorized,” to strike out “shall;” in line 8, after
the word “be,” to insert the word “mnot;” in the same line,
after the word “and,” to strike out “the railway from from
the mainland, at or near Cedar Point to Dauphin Island, shall
be: " and in line 10, after the word “ the,” to insert “date of,”
g0 as to make the section read:

Sgc. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of
the works herein authorized be not commenced within two years, and
completed within five years from the date of approval of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was to insert a new section, as follows:

8Ec. 7. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

HEIRS OF J. CALVIN KINNEY.

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15226) for the relief of the heirs of
the estate of J. Calvin Kinney, deceased.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary
of the Treasury to redeem, as herein provided, in favor of the
estate of J. Calvin Kinney, deceased, United States 4 per cent
coupon bonds, funded loan of 1907, Nos, 3170, 3361, 10123,
11247, 12640, 19689, 27268, 31977, 37099, 37908, 37900, 37910,
37911, 42832, 46931, 51863, 53522, 53523, 60326, 61017, 62415,
62039, 65795, 67455, 72206, for $500 each, and 4755, 5689, 6068,
6769, TO28, 10729, 12504, 24288, 25825, 31635, 44577, 48217, 58327,
60863, 60878, 61544, 72424, TT385, 80460, 80461, 80462, 111718,
137710, 138801, 139631, 163370, 163371, 184687, 200063, 254950,
120632, for $1,000 each, with interest from January 1, 1891, to the
date of the maturity of the bonds, July 2, 1907, and appropriates
a sum of money therefor, but the legal representative of the
estate shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the penal sum
of double the amount of the principal of the bonds and the in-
terest accerued thereon, with good and sufficient sureties to be
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, with condition to
indemnify and save harmless the United States from any claim
on account of the lost bonds deseribed, or any of them, and the
accrned interest thereon.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I think it would have been a
little less awkward to have entitled it “An act for the relief of
the heirs of J. Calvin Kinney ” or “ For the relief of the estate
of J. Calvin Kinney ;" but I make no motion to amend, for tne
reason that it is not a matter of sufficient importance.
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DETAIL OF LINE OFFICEES TO THE GENERAL STAFF.

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 8120) to increase the efficiency of
the army. ¥

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that vacan-
cies created in the line of the army by the detail of officers to
the General Staff Corps shall be filled by promotions in the
line until the total number of detailed officers shall equal the
number authorized for the General Staff Corps by the act ap-
proved February 14, 1903, and thereafter vacancies caused by
details from the line to the General Staff Corps shall be filled
by officers returning from tours of duty in that corps; but if
the number of officers returned to any particular arm of the
service at any time exceeds the number authoriZed by law in
any grade, promotions to that grade shall cease until the num-
ber has been reduced to that authorized.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

AMENDMENT TO BANKRUPTCY LAW.

Mr. BACON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 20575) to amend an aect entitled
“An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptey through-
out the United States,” approved July 1, 1808, as amended by
an act approved February 5, 1903, and as further amended
by an act approved June 15, 1906,

The Secretary read the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, this seems to be a very com-
plicated sort of a bill. I am compelled on account of the com-
plex character of these amendments, which I desire to have
an opportunity to examine, to suggest that the bill go over,

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from Iowa makes that
suggestion I should like to make a statement in regard to it.

This, of course, is a matter of very great importance, and
one in which the business interests of the country are greatly
interested. We have had the most elaborate hearings and the
most careful consideration, and the bill comes to the Senate
with the unanimous report of the Judiciary Committee after
months of labor.

I make that statement merely for the purpose of asking the
attention of Senators to it, so that when it is next before the
Senate we may be able to proceed with it. It is a House bill,
and the amendments suggested by the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee are few.

I would suggest to the Senator from Iowa, and others who
feel an interest in the bill, that an elaborate report accompanies
this bill, and if Senators will get that report, which is No.
691, it will very much facilitate their labor in the examination
of it. I will ask that they do so, because as the bill will have
to go into conference, and it is a matter of very general con-
cern, I shall again within a few days ask the Senate to con-
sider it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to say but a word. I have had
pending for many years a proposition to repeal the bankruptcy
law. I regard it as n statute operating very greatly to the
disadvantage of Interior commercial points, and as a policy in
favor of the great commercial centers, destructive of the credit
of country merchants, injurious to legitimate banking interests
in the rural districts, and as a monstrosity so gross that it ought
to attract the attention of such a people as ours.

I have never had any objection to an occasional bankruptey
law for the purpese of ending the business troubles of men
unfortunate in their affairs, but to have standing on the statute
books of a country like this a law which says to a young man
abont to embark in business: “ Youn can not ever possibly be
any worse off than you are now,” and which invites every
speculator to go forward in whatever reckless exploit may be
in view, seems to me to be against public morality.

I do not believe that we ought to permanently maintain on
our statute books a standing invitation to speculators, business
adventurers, reckless plungers in commerce and industry to
go on with their shady operations, protected by laws which
relieve them of the old-fashioned obligation to pay their debts.

Mr. BACON. Just one word.

Mr. LODGE. 1 do not expect to be reached among those who
have a chance to call up a bill, but I think these other
Senators——

Is there objection to the pres-

Mr. BACON.
further. !

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made,
the bill will go over.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RAPID CITY, 5. DAK.

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 187) providing for the erection of a
publie building in the city of Rapid City, 8. Dak.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an
amendment, on page 1, line 12, after the word “ hundred” to
strike ount the words “ and fifty,” so as to read:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to cause to be erected upon the site already selected and
Pumhased by him in the eity of Rapid City, 8. Dak., a suitable building,

neluding fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating aplpamtuﬁ. and ap-
proaches, for the use and accommodation of the United States post-
office, .land office, weather bureau, and other government offices in said
city of Rapid City, 8. Dak., which said building shall cost, complete, not
to exceed the sum of $100,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

CHARLES KEHOE.

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous congent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 18556) for the relief of Charles
Kehoe,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee® of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

It proposes that in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers
Charles Kehoe, who was a private of Company E, Twenty-ninth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, shall be held and consid-
ered to have been discharged honorably from the military serv-
ice of the United States as a member of that company and
regiment on the 31st day of January, 1866,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS.

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 6877) to amend an act entitled “An
act to incorporate the American National Red Cross,” approved
January 5, 1905.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Foreign Relations with amendments.

The amendments were, on page 1, line 4, after the words
“Red Cross,” to insert “approved January 5, 1905;"” on page
2, line 4, before the word * display,” to strike out the word
“to;” on page 2, line 11, after the words “ United States,” to
insert * for the purpose of trade or as an advertisement to
induce the sale of any article whatsoever or for any business
or charitable purpose;™ on page 2, line 14, before the word
“usge.,” to strike out the words “have or to;” and on page 2,
line 19, after the word “ words,” to strike out—

in connection with the sald emblem or without connection with it, for
any purpose whatsoever: Provided, however, That owners of trade-
marks heretofore registered in the United States Patent Office in pur-
suance of the trade-mark laws of the United States, and owners of
trade-marks for the registration of which applications were filed prior
to January 5, 1805, in the United States Patent Office, and for which
registration upon such aPpl{catIons has been, or shall hereafter be,
made In pursuance of the laws of the United States shall not be deemed
forbldden by this act to vse such trade-marks In accordance with the
terms thereof—

And insert:

Provided, however, That no person, corporation, or assoclation that
actually used or whose assignor actually nsed the said emblem, sign,
insignia, or words for ang lawful purpose prior to January 5, 1003,
shall be deemed forbidden by this act to continue the use thereof for the
same purpose and for the same class of goods.

So as to make the section read :

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act entitled “An act to In-
corporate the American National Red Cross,” approved January 5, 1905,
iz hereby amended to read as follows :

“ Brc. 4. That from and after the passage of this act it shall be un-
lawful for any person within the jurisdiction of the United States to
falsely or fraudulently hold himself out as or represent or pretend him-
self to be a member of or an agent for the Ameriean National Red Cross
for the purpose of soliciting, collecting, or receiving money or material :
or for any person to wear or display the sign of the Red Cross or
an‘{ insignia colored in Imitation thereof for the fraudunlent purposs of
inducing the belief that he is a member of or an agent for the American
National Red Cross. It shall be unlawful for any person, corporation,
or association other than the American National Ked Cross and its duly

Very well; I will not now pursue the matter

.authorized employees and agents and the army and navy sanitary snd
L]
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hospital authorities of the United States for the purpose of trade or
as an advertisement to induce the sale of any article whatsoever or for
any business or charitable purpose to use within the territory of the
United States of America and its exterfor p i the embl { the
Greek Red Cross on a white ground, or an slﬁx or mslqnls. made or
colored in imitation thereof, or of the words * Red Cross’ or *Geneva
Cross * or any combination of these words: Provided, however, That no
person, corporation, or association that actually used or whose assignor
actually used the said emblem, sign, insignia, or words for any law-
ful purpose prior to January 5, 1905, shall be deemed forbidden by this
act to continue the use thereof for the same purpose and for the same
class of goods. If any person violates the provision of this section he
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction in any
federal court shall be liable to a fine of not less than $£1 or more than
$500, or imprisonment for a term not exceeding one year, or both, for
each and every offense.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PENSACOLA, FLA.

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 7759) providing for the improve-
ment, repair, and an addition to the public building at Pen-
sacola, Fla.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill,

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to offer an amendment, on page 1,
line 10, after the word ‘“hundred” to insert the words “and
thirty,” so that it will read:

At a cost not to exceed $130,000.

This is in accordance with the report of the Secretary of the
Treasury.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be _engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SMYRNA, DEL.

Mr. DU PONT. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 2265) to provide for the purchase of
a site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city
of Smyrna, Del. .

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an
amendment, on page 2, line 2, before the word “ thousand” to
strike out the word “ forty " and insert “ twenty-five,” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to purchase or acquire, by condemna-
tion pmceedin%s or otherwise, a site for and cause to be erected thereon
a suitable building, inecluding fireproof waults, heating and ventilating
a;:pamtus, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the
United States post-office and other %lovernment offices in the city of
Bmyrna and the State of Delaware, the cost of said building, including
saig vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, com-
plete, not to exceed the sum of $25,0{>d.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concured in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. STONE. I desire to say that after to-day I shall insist
on the calendar being taken up in regular order. I give that
notice,

ESTATE OF FREDERICK P, GRAY.

Mr. SHIVELY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11806) for the relief of the estate
of Frederick P. Gray.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to
Nathan 8. Gray, administrator of the estate of the late Fred-
erick P. Gray, $356.10, in lieu of check issued and returned to
the Government by Frederick P. Gray.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES K. P, WAYMAN.

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider-
ation of the bill (H. R. 19887) for the relief of James K. P.
Wayman.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
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sideration. It provides that in the administration of the pen-
sion laws and the laws governing the National Home for Dis-
abled Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch thereof, James K. P.
Wayman shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
honorably discharged from the military service of the United
States as a private of Company G, Fifty-fourth Regiment Illi-
nois Volunteer Infantry, on the 28th day of February, 1865.
But no pension shall acerue prior to the passage of this act.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WITHDRAWALS OF PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 24070) to authorize the President
of the United States to make withdrawals of public lands in
certain cases.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask for the regular order,

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion the Senator from Utah
has made is the regular order.

Mr. HEYBURN. It is after 2 o'clock?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is after 2.

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator from Utah to yield to me.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I will yield.

Mr. MONEY. It has been understood for some time that
the next measure that would be taken up in order would be
the statehood bill. This side of the Chamber is exceedingly
interested in that bill; but now, since the withdrawal bill
seems to be the order, I will ask unanimous consent that an
order may now be made that the statehood bill be the next
bill to be considered after this bill has been concluded. I hope
nobody will object to that.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say that that is perfectly agree-
able. I will state that immediately after the withdrawal bill
has been disposed of it is the intention of the Committee on
Territories that the statehood bill shall be made the unfinished
business,

Mr. MONEY. Can we not get consent now?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 8o far as I am concerned——

Mr. FRYE. I will object, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

Mr. MONEY. I do mnot suppose that this is a debatable
proposition, but I should like to ask the Senator in charge of
the bill when he expects to get through with it?

Mr. SMOOT. I could hardly say just when, but it is the
intention to keep the bill before the Senate as the unfinished
business until it is disposed of.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To the exclusion-of everything else.

Mr. SMOOT. To the exclusion of everything else. I can
not say how long it will take, probably several days. I do not
think it will take very much longer. As far as I am concerned,
I will be perfectly willing to assist in taking up the statehood
bill immediately after disposing of this bill.

Mr. MONEY. I would have been very glad to have had a
record made here to take up the statehood bill, because there
have been assurances given that it would be in order after the
railroad rate bill was disposed of.

Mr. SMOOT. I say I will assist the Senator in every way
that I ean as soon as this bill is disposed of.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah moves that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R.
24070) to authorize the President of the United States to make
withdrawals of public lands in certain cases.

Mr. MONEY. - I call for the yeas and nays on that motion,

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. BORAH and Mr. FRAZIER addressed the Chair.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Utah.

Mr, FRAZIER. Mr. President, if it is in order, I should like
to move to substitute House bill 18166 for the withdrawal bill,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion is not in order,

Mr. SMOOT. It is not in order.

Mr. FRAZIER. The Chair holds that a substitute is not in
order?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not in order to substitute
another bill for a motion to take up a particular bill.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, before I vote I wish to ask the
chairman of the Committee on Territories——

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order. The yeas and
nays have been ordered.
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded,
and the Secretary will call the roll on agreeing to the motion
of the Senator from Utah.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with

the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]. If he were
present, I should vote “ nay.”
Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Owing to

my general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. TIraax], I withhold my vote. Were he present, I
should vote “ yea.”

Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). I announce my
pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr, CULBERSON].
As he is not present, I withhold my vote.

Mr. OVERMAN (when Mr. FosTER'S name was called)
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster] is unavoidably ab-
sent. He is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCuMBER].

Mr. PAYNTER (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. GUGGER-
HEIM]. He is unavoidably absent. If he were present, I would
vote “nay.”

Mr. OLIVER (when Mr. Mr. PENROSE'S name was called).
My colleague [Mr. Penrose] is detained from the Senate on
account of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Vir-
Elnja '!;Mr. MarTIN]. If my colleague were here, he would vote

yea,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland (when Mr. RAYNER'S name was
called). My colleague [Mr. RayNEr] is paired with the junior
Senator from Delaware [Mr. RicHAEDSON].

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO].
I will transfer that pair to the junior Senator from New York
[Mr. Roor] and vote. I vote “ yea.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. JOHNSTON. I am paired with the junior Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Smira]. I will transfer that pair to my col-
league [Mr. BANKHEAD], and vote “ nay.”

Mr, CLAY. Uhder the statement made by the junior Senator
from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr], the junior Senator from New
York [Mr. Roor] stands paired with the senlor Senator from
Florida [Mr. Tariareero], and I vote “nay.”

Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested to announce that the
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WeTMoRE] stands paired
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmITH].

Mr. FLINT. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from Texas [Mr. Cursersox]. I transfer that pair to the
Senator from Connecticat [Mr. BRANDEGEE], and vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 24, as follows:

a YEAS—40.

Bourne Crane P‘HB Oliver
Briggs Crawford linger Page
Bristow Cullom Gamble Perkins
gr?;v? Curtis ;Ia.le IB’Iles
ulkeley Depew ones cott
Burkett Dick Eean Smoot
Burrows Dixon La Follette Stephenson
Burton Dolliver Lodge Sutherland
Carter du Pont Nelson Warner
Clapp Flint Nixon Warren
NAYS—24.
Bacon Fletcher McEnery Purcell
Baile; Frazier Money Shively
Bor: Gore Newlands immo;
Chamberlain Heyburn Overman Smith, Md.
Clark, Wyo. Hughes Owen Stone
Clay Johnston Percy Taylor
NOT VOTING—28.
Aldrich Culberson G elm Richardson
Bankhead Cummins Lorimer Root
Beveridge Daniel McCumber Smith, Mich.
Bradley Davis Martin Smith, 8. C.
Brandegea Dillingham Paynter Tali
Burnham Penrose Tillman
Clarke, Ark. Foster Rayner Wetmore

So Mr. Saoor’s motion- was agreed to.

TAX ON TELEGRAPH COMPANIES IN THE DISTRICT.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives disagreeing fo the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 22390) to amend paragraph 5 of
section 6 of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of
the government of the District of Columbia,” ete., and request-
ing a conference with the Senate on the dlsagreelng votes of

the two Houses thereon.
Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate insist on its amend-

ments and agree to the conference asked by the House of Rep-

resentatives, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed
Mr. Carrer, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. MarriN the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr, President, I desire to give notice that
immediately after the conservation bill has been voted upon L
shall again move to proceed to the consideration of the state-
hood bill, which is House bill 18166, and if I shall be absent
for the moment some member of the Committee on Territories
will do so.

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to ‘state that I
voted with those who have just recorded themselves in favor of
taking up the conservation measure. I voted on Friday even-
ing to take up the statehood measure—or, rather, I voted
against adjournment, in order that the statehood measure
might be taken up. If I had had any idea that it was the pur-
pose of the Senate not to take up the statehood bill immediately
after disposing of this withdrawal bill—a conservation meas-
ure—my vote would have been different this morning. But I
shall insist, and I hope there will be found a majority who
will insist with me, that the Senator from Indiana shall take
up and have considered to a finality the statehood bill for the
admission of Arizona and New Mexico, so that both political
parties may have an opportunity to fulfill their pledges which
have been made time and again in their respective national con-
ventions. I for one stand ready to remain here in session until
the gavel falls for the next session in December, if it be neces-
sary, in order to complete consideration and passage of these ad-
mission bills.

Mr, SMOOT rose.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Presldent if the Senator from Utah
will permit me, I desire simply to say in a word that I have
for many years been in favor of admitting to statehood the two
remaining Territories, and I cordially second the suggestion
made by the Senator from Wyoming that we ought to act, as
I have no doubt we will, in entire good faith, and after the
pending bill is disposed of that we will proceed to the consid-
eration of the statehood bill and get it out of the way and
admit to statehood the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona.
I shall certainly cooperate to the extent of my ability to bring
that about.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I should like to call attention
to the fact that we were deprived of the opportunity of voting
to take up the statehood bill by an adjournment on Friday
night while the motion to that effect was temporarily withheld ;
that by the ruling upon the point of order we were prevented
from voting to substitute the statehood bill for the withdrawal
bill; and that when unanimous consent was asked that at the
termination of the conservation bill the statehood bill should
be the unfinished business until completed, objection was made
to that understanding. In view of those facts, what reason
have we to anticipate or expect, notwithstanding the assurances
of individual Senators, that there will be, in good faith, op-
portunity to carry out the absolute pledges of both parties,
which stand as pledges of honor, and which could only well
have been kept by preserving the agreement, tacit and ex-
pressed, that the statehood bill should be taken up first? It
is now pushed aside. There is no agreement when it shall be
taken up at any time; there has been objection to the making
of any such agreement, and we have absolutely been prevented
from making a record as to whether or not we desired to take
it up first.

I now call attention to the situation, that we are prevented
from having the opportunity even of expressing our prefer-
ences between the two bills in their consideration, although I
believe we have a right to assume that the vote just taken, in
view of the undisposed of motion which was pending when
we adjourned on Friday, is an expression of the majority that
they will adopt or press the conservation measure for consid-
eration, and then the statehood bill may take its chances with-
out pledge or resolution.

To test that, I now move that at the conclusion of the action
upon the conservation bill, the statehood bill be made the un-
ﬁnishedforder of business, and so kept until it is finally dis-
posed of,

Mr. GALLINGER. That can not be done.

Mr. KEAN. That can not be done. Let us have the regular
order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey
demands the regular order. The motion of the Senator from

Colorado could only be put by unanimous consent. The regu-
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lar order, which is the consideration of the conservation bill,
shuts out the motion of the Senator from Colorado.

Mr. HUGHES. 1 should like to make an inguiry. Is it not
htlh or;‘:ler at any time to lay aside one bill and take up an-
other

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
tainly.

Mr. HUGHES. I then move to lay aside the consideration
of the conservation bill and take up the statehood bill.

Mr, SMOOT. We have just voted on that question.

Mr. HUGHES. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Wait a moment. The Senator
from Colorado has not put the motion in a form in which it
would be in order.

Mr. HUGHES. Then I move to lay aside——

Mr, FRYE. No.

Mr. SMOOT. No business has been transacted between the
last vote taken by the Senate and this motion, and therefore it
certainly is out of order.

Mr. HUGHES. Several speeches have been made, and I
understand that that is business under the rules of the Senate,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Apart from that, the Chair holds
that the motion as made is not in order.

Mr. HUGHES. 1 call attention to the fact that we have made
every effort in our power to secure consideration of the state-
hood bill in accordance with platforms and pledges, and we have
been prevented from doing it and from getting a consent order
for its consideration hereafter.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—

3 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah has the
00T,

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to the Senator from Colorado, I will
say that there is no intention whatever of putting aside perma-
nently the statehood bill. I will gladly join with the Senator
from Colorado, as soon as this bill is disposed of, in bringing
the statehood bill before the Senate, and I have no “doubt but
what it will be brought up. I think I can speak for this side
of the Chamber. I will not say all Senators, but I know there
are a great many Senators who are so inclined and desire that
that course shall be pursned.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CARTER. I think it would be well for the Senator from
Colorado to send out with his announcement the statement of
fact that the Senate can only consider one bill at a time. The
fact that the Senate has determined to consider the bill now
before the Senate on this day, and until its consideration is
concluded, is not to be taken in any sense as any evidence of
hostility to the statehood bill

The motion made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Fra-
zIER] to substitute the statehood bill did not present an issue
which could be voted upon by the Senate. It was held out of
order by the Chair, and properly so, I think. I believe it is
pretty generally understood throughout the Chamber that the
statehood bill will, in an orderly manner, be made the unfin-
ished business immediately upon the disposition of the pending
measure.

If the Senator is quite assured of a majority on that side of
the Chamber for the consideration of the statehood bill, as I
am sure of a majority on this side of the Chamber for that
proposition, there will be no question at all about its adoption
by the Senate in due season. There is no disposition, so far as
I am advised, in any quarter, to evade the question of statehood,
s0 long deferred. This side of the Chamber is in the habit of
redeeming party pledges. It is one of the ways we have, and
from that way we do not intend to deviate, so far as I am ad-
vised, in reference to statehood for the new Territories.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator yield to me for a question?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Georgia to ask a question of the Senator
from Montana?

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator from Montana to say
that the other side of the Chamber always redeems party
pledges, looking over on this side of the Chamber as if we do
not redeem our party pledges. I presume the Senator means
by that that we have not had an opportunity to redeem our
party pledges.

But will the Senator let me call his attention to the fact that
for twelve years both political parties have set forth in their
platforms in favor of statehood for both Arizona and New
Mexico? I remember the fight made by the late Senator Quay,

To consider another bill, cer-

of Pennsylvania, in regard to the redemption of those pledges in
favor of statehood. Every member on this side of the Cham-
ber voted in favor of redeeming those pledges, and we secured
only 15 votes on the other side, and we could have redeemed
those pledges but for the fact that we were delayed by speeches
for three months with a view of killing the proposed statehood.
The Senator is surely aware of that fact. .

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, ancient history is sometimes
instructive and worthy of recall. It was the action of the
Democratic majority in the House of Representatives—not a
majority, but a large minority there—that deprived New Mex-
ico of statehood in 1876, when statehood was given to Colorado,
a Territory of much less population and capacity for statehood
at that time.

It is true that controversy arose and was continued in this
Chamber, and the other as well, with reference to uniting these
two Territories in one State. That controversy operated to
defer the final action. TUltimately that question was settled
where it ought to have been settled, by the people of Arizona
and the people of New Mexico in favor of two States instead
of one.

I am not blaming the Senator from Georgia nor his party for
failing to keep their promises. The people have doubted their
intention in that behalf, and, fortunately for the country, have
not given them an opportunity to redeem themselves.

WITHDRAWALS OF PUBLIC LANDS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 24070) to authorize the President of the
United States to make withdrawals of public lands in certain
cases, which had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands with an amendment in the nature of a substitute.

Mr. SMOOT, I now ask for the reading of the bill.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah asks for
the reading of the bill.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I should like—

Mr, SMOOT. Let the bill be read, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Committee
on Public Lands in lieu of the original bill, if there be no ob-
jection. The Chair hears none.

The SecreTarY. The Committee on Public Lands report an
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill,
and in lien thereof to insert:

That the President may, at any time In his discretion, temporarily
withdraw from egettlement, location, sale, or entry any of the publie
lands of the United States and the Territory of Alaska and reserve the
same for water-power sites, irrigation, classificatlon of lands, or other
public pu to be ed in the orders of withdrawals, and such
withdrawals or reservations shall remain in force until revoked by him
or by an act of Congress,

8ec. 2. That all lands withdrawn under the provisions of this act
shall at all times be open to exploration, discovery, oceupation, and
purchase, under the mining laws of the United States, so far as the
same a&gly to minerals other than coal, oil, gas, and phosphates: Pro-
vided at the rights of any person who, at the date of any order of
withdrawal heretofore or hereafter made, is a bona fide occupant or
claimant of oil or gas bearing lands, and who, at such date, is In dili-
gent prosecution of work leading to discovery of oil or gas, shall not
be affected or impaired by such order, so long as such occupant or
claimant shall continue in diligent prosecution of sald work: And pro-
vided further, That this act shall not be construed as a recognition,
abridgment, or enlargement of any asserted rights or claims initiated
upon any oil or gas bearing lands after any withdrawal of such lands
made prior to the passage of this act: And provided further, That there
shall excepted from the force and effect of any withdrawal made
under the provisions of this act all lands whiech are, on the date of
such withdrawal, embraced in any lawful homestead or desert-land
entry theretofore made, or upon which any walid settlement has been
made and is at sald date being maintained and perfected pursuant to
law ; but the terms of this proviso shall not continue to apply to any
particular tract of land unless the entryman or settler shall continue to
comply with the law under which the entry or settlement was made:
And provided further, That hereafter no forest reserve shall be created,
nor shall any additions be made to one heretofore created, within the
limits of the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Montana, Colorado,
or Wyoming, except by act of Congress,

EBC. 8. That the Secretary of the Interior shall report all such with-
drawals to Congress at the beginning of its next regular session after
the date of the withdrawals.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, I want to ask a question of the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor]. As I understand the bill
from its reading, the withdrawals which are therein provided
for do not affect the right to proceed fo exploit our mining
grounds except as to coal, oil, gas, and phosphate?

Mr. SMOOT. That is true.

Mr. BORAH. As to all other mining, we should proceed the
same as we now do under the statute?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. BORAH. But as to gold and silver and such things?

Mr. SMOOT. We shall proceed under the present law just
the same as we would proceed in the case of a forest reserva-
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tion, or any other public land in the United States. The bill
does not affect that in the least.

Mr. BORAH. The bill does not affect it at all?

Mr. SMOOT. Not at all.

Mr. BORAH. Now, as to the provision beginning in line
10, as I understand, that excepts from the effect of the with-
drawals all homestead entries and all desert-land entries which
are in bona fide, in good faith, made at the date of withdrawal.

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct—or that may be hereafter
withdrawn.

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I am not willing to have
this matter stand upon the record as it was left when I was
taken from my feet by the insistence of the Senator from
Utah [Mr. Smoor] that the bill should be read. I do not
criticise the President in any ruling made; I said nothing that
could be given that interpretation, but I did call attention to
the fact that when the agreement was sought, and when a
motion was made, a point of order was invoked, which I as-
sume was correctly ruled upon, the result of which was to pre-
vent either an agreement or a vote upon the question which
of these two measures, the withdrawal bill or the statehood
bill, should be first taken up.

I had a right to tay, and I wish to say, in response to the
Senator from Montana, that I am quite willing there shall go
with anything I have said the explanation and the promise he
has made. But “hope deferred maketh the heart sick,” and I
know that our neighbors to the south have waited and prayed
and wished for many a long year to have the redemption of
these promises; and as we had some assurances that this meas-
ure would be the next taken up, I had hoped that that would
be done. I think I am warranted in saying that, even if there
be no hostility to the statehood bill—a statement in its uni-
versality I think not yet verified—there at least has been ex-
hibited a preferential tenderness toward one measure over the
other, and we shall await the demonstration of the fact that
everybody is in favor of a statehood bill or the statehood bill.
We can only test that by what may hereafter happen.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, is the bill now
open to amendment?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is now open to amend-
ment.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I am unwilling
that the position of certain Senators who have not agreed in
toto with the reservation policy that has heretofore been pur-
sued should remain without explanation. I ecan not agree with
the majority of the Committee on Public Lands that this legis-
lation, if desirable, is not necessary; in other words, I am of
opinion, if the power to reserve public lands from the operation
of the land law should be lodged in the President, it is neces-
gsary to give him that power by the express enactment of
Congress.

This measure and others like it—and I want to say that I
am not going to enter into any extended discussion—have been
before Congress during this entire session. With the particular
bill which we are now called upon to consider, there is no re-
port from the committee. Notwithstanding the fact that it
deals with hundreds of millions of acres of the public land,
there is accompany it no report from the Committee on Public
TLands as to why this legislation should be enacted. It is the
first time, in my experience, where a bill of such tremendous
importance has been presented to the Senate without a report.
A similar bill, however, which was introduced earlier in the
gession by the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands
[Mr. NELson], was reported favorably with a written report.
That report, however, did not deal with the question as to the
advisability of this legislation, but it dealt with it under
the assumption that the President already had the power
which was conferred by the bill; but stated in effect that, inas-
much as that power had been questioned, it was right and
. proper to pass the bill so that there could be no question here-
after.

Mr. President, I have not been one of those who have be-
lieved in either of those propositions. I have not considered
that the President of the United States had the right to suspend
a public-land law of the United States any more than he had
the constitutional right to suspend a revenue law of the United
States—the one is the same as the other—passed by enactment
of both Houses of Congress and written on the statute book with
the approval of some prior President. To say, as the committee
in its report says, that the President, from the foundation of
the Government, had the right to suspend a land law of the
United States, is to say that he had a right to suspend any

law of the United States; in other words, to dispense with the
laws—a theory that caused bloodshed and tremor over the King-
dom of Great Britain for many and many a year.

Mr. President, at the time the report of the committee was
made it stated, in effect and in words—and the report was sub-
mitted by the chairman of the committee on February 3, 1910—
that this legislation was not absolutely necessary, but that it
would be well to have it, inasmuch as the power of the President
had been questioned.

I do not desire to speak at length, but simply to express my
dissent from that opinion of the committee, and to file, by way
of answer to that contention, what perhaps might have been
filed heretofore by permission of the Senate as a minority re-
port of the committee, a certain brief bearing upon that ques-
tion. I ask unanimous consent that I may have leave to file
the brief without reading it, because I do not now care to go
into the legal discussion of this matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pace in the chair).. The
Chair hears no objection to the reguest, and permission is
granted.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do not care to
now go into a legal discussion of the matter, for I think it is
immaterial; because, notwithstanding what has been gaid in
some quarters, I, with seme others who think with me on this
proposition, believe that some legislation of this sort ought to
be passed. I do not, however, believe that it ought to be passed
because the President already has the power, but I believe it
ought to be passed because the President has not now the
power. The necessity exists, because the President has asked
that he be given the power to withdraw these lands from entry
and sale.

Mr. President, to the bill that is presented I have one or two
short amendments to suggest. The first is merely a change, not
of phraseology, but of arrangement. Section 1 of the proposed
substitute reads:

That the President may, at any time in his discretion, temporarily
withdraw from settlement, location, sale, or entry any of the publie
lands of the United States and the Territory of Alaska, and reserve the
same for water-power sites, irrigation, classification of lands, or other
publie purposes—

And so forth,

The amendment that I have to suggest is, that after the word
“for,” in line 15, if the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] will
follow me, there be inserted “ public purposes to be specified in
the order of withdrawal and for.” It is simply a difference of
arrangement. I am led to propose that amendment for the rea-
son that the bill as it is presented is a tacit admission by Con-
gress through enactment that water-power sites, irrigation,
classifieation of lands, and so forth, are publie purposes. Such
I do not understand to be the case. A public purpose for which
land can be withdrawn is that which has been frequently exer-
cised—the withdrawal of lands for military posts, for forts,
arsenals, light-house purposes, and other matters of that kind.
I ask the Senator having charge of the bill whether or not he
has objection to the rearrangement of the section in that par-
ticular?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ean not see that that would
help it in the least. I do not know that I understand the effect
of the Senator's amendment correctly, and I think I had better
ascertain whether I do before I make any statement regarding
it. If I understand the amendment correctly, the first section,
with the incorporation of the proposed amendment, would read
as follows:

That the President may at any time In his disecretion temporarily
withdraw from settlement, location, sale, or entry any of the public
lands of the United States and the Territory of Alaska, and reserve
the same for public p es specified in the order of withdrawal and
for water-power sites irrigation, classification of lands—
and so forth.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is right.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the only difference, as I under-
stand, between the two propositions is that the Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. Crarx] does not desire to concede by this
bill that power sites and irrigation works are public pur-
poses. I myself do not think that that concession ought to
be made. So far as the withdrawal is concerned, it is just the
same. :

Mr. SMOOT. That is just exactly what I was going to say
after I had read the Senator’s proposed amendment in connection
with the provisions of the bill, so as to see whether I had it
right or not. I hardly think that we ought to accept that
amendment for the very reason that by accepting it we would
provide that withdrawals for water-power sites, for irrigation




1910.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

7461

projects, and for the classification of lands are not withdrawals
for public purposes. 3

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is exactly what we want to
say, Mr. President, and if the Senator proposes in this with-
drawal bill to consider as a public purpose any purpose that
the President of the United States may think proper to desig-
nate as a public purpose, then we are at wide variance.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, take the question of irrigation,
for instance. I should certainly not want to have the bill pro-
vide that that is not a public purpose.

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Then, there is more in this bill
than I supposed there was.

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo-
ming yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly.

Mr. FLINT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I inguire
whether or not the Senator in charge of the bill has a right to
aceept for the committee amendments that may be offered?

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Is the Senator asking the question
of me?

Mr. FLINT. I am making a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 8o far as I am concerned, I would
say “no; unless by unanimous consent.”

Mr. SMOOT. And so far as I am concerned, I would say
“no; unless by unanimous consent.”

Mr. FLINT. The reason I make the inquiry at this time——

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want to say to the Senator that
I was not speaking of the acceptance of my amendment. I said
that I hoped the Senator in charge of the bill would not ob-
- ject to it.

Mr. FLINT. The reason I made the inguiry, Mr. President,
was that this bill has been framed in the committee by a very
close vote and it may be that amendments suggested would not
meet the approval of the majority of the committee. For that
reason, I desire that no amendments be accepted, unless it is
known that a majority of the committee favor them.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, Of course I have not asked for
the acceptance of the amendment. I said I hoped it would not
be objected to.

Mr. FLINT. I am not speaking of this particular amend-
ment, but I thought there might be a number of amendments
offered from time to time. My views are pretty well fixed with
reference to this bill, and I do not care to have amendments
accepted unless it is known that a majority of the committee
favor those amendments,

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Now, Mr. President, it seems that
there is a stronger line of cleavage than I supposed. I had
supposed that this bill was presented here to carry out the
wishes of the people who are known as “conservationists.”
I had supposed that what was wanted was authorization for the
withdrawal of land for public purposes; that is, for light-houses,
for military posts, for navy-yards, and arsenals where it was
desirable to locate them upon the public land. I had supposed,
second, that it was desired by those who brought the bill here
that there should be reservations for water-power sites, for
irrigation purposes, and for the classification of lands; and I
supposed that that was where this bill ended; but it appears
that such is not the case. It appears that by a new construe-
tion to be put upon the phrase “ public purposes,” a construc-
tion which has never been put upon it by any court in this
land, we are to have a new legislative construction that * public
purposes ” means any purpose that may move the mind of the
executive officer of the Government. I, for one, think that this
matter ought not to go to that extent. I believe that if we go
as far as the conservationists so-called go, as far as the
administration itself goes, as far as the commission appointed
to investigate the public-land system went in their recommenda-
tions, we are going far enough; and nowhere in any of those
recommendations can be found a single scintilla of a statement
that they desire anything more than is contained in the bill
as I propose to amend it.

What is the reason that there can not be a rearrangement
made in the terms of the bill? I desire to ask the purpose of
the use of the words * public purposes” in this connection. I
am not particular as to how the rearrangement shall be made;
I am not particular whether it shall be in the shape in which I
have proposed it, or in some other form, but I do not want a
legislative statement that is contrary to the opinion of the court
whenever it has passed upon the question that a public purpose
means anything except a governmental purpose. That is exactly
what it means in the court’s decision; that is what it should

g;ﬁan in the law; and that is what it should mean in this

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand
that the Senator from Wyoming has submitted an amendment.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I intended to submit an amend-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please state
the amendment?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. After the word “ for,” in line 15,
on page 2, I move to Insert the words “ public purposes to be
specified in the order of withdrawal and for,” and to strike out,
in Jines 16 and 17, the words “ or other public purposes to be
specified in the orders of withdrawals.,” It is simply a rear-
rangement of the words. Possibly it may be improved upon.
The Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTer] puts it in more con-
cise form, which is entirely agreeable to me, namely, after the
word * for,” in line 15, insert the words “ public purposes or for,”
and, in line 16, strike out “or other public purposes” and in-
gsert “the purpose in each case.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, is that amendment before the
Senate to be voted upon now?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair so understands.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. president, I had hoped that we might have
disposed of this bill without any debate or discussion, but in
view of the remarks made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
Cragk], I feel impelled to state how I look at this question.

To my mind, this bill restricts rather than enlarges the power
that the executive department now possesses under our land
laws as interpreted by the courts. For many years, almost
from the inception of our public-land system, at all events from
the time of the preemption law of 1830, the President of the
United States, through officers of his executive departments, has
exercised this power of withdrawing public lands for public
purposes from sale and entry. His right to do so has always
been sustained by the courts when drawn in question and has
never been questioned in the land departments until recently.
And it arose from the extensive and unusual withdrawal that
took place during the last part of Secretary Garfield's adminis-
tration. The following tables and statements show the charac-
ter, purpose, and amount of these withdrawals:

Withdrawals originally made in terms of  power sites ” and “ conserva-
tion of waler resources.”

On recommendation of

On reco i
rnatin 8 { mmendation of

Geological Survey,

With- Re- | Approxi-| With- | Total |Entered
drawn. | stored. |matearea.| drawn. | area. | land.
1009, 1909, Acres. 1X9. | Aeres. | Acres.
Missour] River, Mont.|Jan. 18 | Apr. 7| 273,280 | May 6,828 lml-fﬁﬂg
Owyhee River, Oreg—-.|..do—__| Apr. 10| ® 370,620 | May 24 | ® 60,000 2,860
Missourf River tribu-
taries, Mont. (Jef-
ferson, Madison, Gal-
latin, and Beaver-
head rivess) Feb. 16 |._.do. 856,480 | May 20| 81,963 | 1,39
Flathead River, Mont_|__do. do. 67,200 |-_.do.—_- 135 "84
Swan River, Mont _do. Apr, T 18,500 |........- {6 i (R =
Salmon River, Idaho_.| Feb. 17 | Mar. 80| 822,560 | May 29 sa.‘}no 2,360
Total
8an Juan River, Utah.
‘White River, Utah....| Feb. 27
Total =

@ Of the area withdrawn on the Missouri, 1,518 aeres, includi 4
acres of entered land, were restored July 13, 1909, after ﬂelduex:fnlnig
tion, which showed that the power in ‘the part of the river involved
conld not be developed from the tracts withdrawn.

b This 60,000 acres includes areas along the river which were missed
in the original withdrawal. The large reduction from the original with-
drawal, in spllfie oflsthe ﬁaﬁt ettih’}t tth e subsequent i:ithdmwgls include
more power sites, explain n the accompan ma; O.
pnenaeﬁ:llln s I&?)' the Misourl tributari s 2sr T4 ¢ e

e area wi rawn, e Misou u es, 2,742 acres, includ-

ing 793 acres of entered h'mcl, were restored on J’uly 15 and 16”3:%:1-

field examination, which showed that the power in the part of the river

involved could not be developed from the tracts withdrawn. The same

examination showed that some of the best power in the region is now
g B L MR i ratn s e

g river of value for power pur i t

vate ownership at the time of the original withdr:fwa 8 kil

® Not restored.

thr Tﬂhe Wl:ite %1:" Ultu.h. wd%:gnwdgloéi P’;Ehrgar,v ry 11909. missed

e river ge places, e ogic urvey withdr;

August 20, 1909, covers these o ons. % gt
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Withdrawals originally made in terms of reclamation projects (stated by
Rec?a;unﬁon Bervice on May 25, 1909, to have been for poiwer pur-
poses).

On recommendation of On recommendation of
Reclamation Service. Geological Survey.
With- Re- Approxl- | With- | Total | Entersd
drawn, | stored. /mate area) drawn. | area. | land.
North Platta River,| 1908, 1009, Acres, 1909, Acres.| Acres.
WY e e il Deo. 4| Apr. 6 140,120 | May 25 | 6,520
Grand River, Utah... 'b-do"fg' ﬁpr. é? 61,440 | July 30 | 28,410 |.oeeceenem
Yellowstone and tril-|[P¢¢: ar, 27 } June 22
1009. | Apr. 7 435,840 3,77 1,422
utaries, Mont....._| Feb. 18 | Apr. 16 » ug. 9 } +
Bighorn River, Wyo.| Dec. 81 | Apr. & o 8 T R I L [ S
Green River, Wyo....| Jan. 2 [ do._.| 21,5 [{MaY 2 Js9,908 | 0,205
Colorado River, Utah| Feb. 16 | Apr. 7 232,960 | Aug. 13 | 87,360 |- ceea—-
EBighorn River, Mont_|.__do____| __do___. TR e SR LGRS (D
Green River, Utah... | Feb. 17 {i’;:-f; } 298,20 | Aug. 27 [101,600 | 2,278
o, - ER L Ly LR B e e e 1,834,520 |- ee e |267,008 13,475

& All lands along this river of value for power purposes were In pri-
vate ownership at the time of the original withdrawal.

Summary of power-site withdrawals.

Area of | Area of

original | present
with- with-

drawal. |drawals.

Reclamation Servicee withdrawals originally made in
terms of * power sites " and restored between March
20 and April 15, 1900 %

Reclamation Serviee withdrawals originally made in
terms of reclamation projeets, but stated by Reclama-

Aeres, .
1,417,540 | 154,126

tion Service to have been for power sites. e oeeeecaaaaes 1,834,520 267,008
Total involved in power-site restorations and sub- |
gequent withdrawals. @3,252,060 421,129
Reclamation Berviee withdrawals originally made in |
terms of * power sites " and not restored.. ... 198,400 ()]
Geological Survey power withdrawals covering portions
of streams not included in Reclamation Service with-
drawals 152,558

e The area of no value to the Government for power purposes, which
was included In the original blanket withdrawals, Is 2,831,931 acres.

® Recommendation for restoration and mew withdrawal now belng
prepared.

These withdrawals were so excessive and were made in such
a haphazard manner that they not only included the land cov-
ered by the water-power sites and the land contiguous thereto,
or that was necessary for the erection of the dams and the de-
velopment and distribution of the power, but included thousands
of acres outside., So it came to pass that, owing to the excess-
ive and blanket withdrawals that thus occurred duripg the
last months of Secretary Garfield's administration, when his
successor came into office a question was raised as to the legality
of those extensive withdrawals.

As I have already stated, almost from the beginning of our
public-land system, at all events as early as 1830, and from that
day on to the present, this right on the part of the President to
withdraw from time to time public lands from sale and entry,
for public purposes, has been frequently exercised by the Presi-
dent or under his authority, and when questioned in legal pro-
ceedings has always been sustained and upheld by the courts.
This power or right, aside from some instances in connection
with railroad land grants, which are foreign to the case and
which rested on the terms of the grants, was never questioned
until during the present administration, and it arose from the
excessive withdrawals to which I have referred, which occurred
during the last period of the former administration. During
the latter part of the administration of Secretary Garfield there
was an enormous withdrawal of public lands—blanket with-
drawals for water-power purposes and for other purposes.

After the 15th of February, 1909, within less than twenty
days before the Secretary retired from office, he withdrew for
water-power purposes over 1,000,000 acres of land, and during
a part of the same year, running from December, 1908, up to
February 17, 1909, he withdrew nearly 2,000,000 acres more,
ostensibly for reclamation purposes, but really for so-called
“water-power purposes.” In other words, about 3,250,000 acres
were withdrawn for such purposes.

In my own mind I have no doubt, but I may be astray, that
the Secretary had the right to -withdraw land for water-power
sites to the extent necessary for the development and utilization
of the water power. But in these cases the withdrawals were

far in excess of such requirement. ILarge areas, distant from
the power sites and the streams on which the same were
located, and in some instances not contiguous to any stream at
all, and much of it really in private ownership, was withdrawn
in large bodies, and hence it came to pass that owing to these
excessive and enormous withdrawals, when the new adminis-
tration came in, the Secretary of the Interior and his legal ad-
visers questioned the legality and validity of such excessive
withdrawals. From that day to this it has been a mooted gues-
tion, and the purpose of this bill is to settle this question and
to determine by express statute the scope and limits of the right
of withdrawal.

To my mind this bill limits and restricts rather than enlarges
the power the President now possesses in the premises. Away
back, when Chicago was a little frontier town, a little hamlet,
in 1830 or shortly after that date, the executive department ex-
ercised the right of withdrawal at Chicago for a threefold pur-
pose—for an Indian agency, for a military post, and for a light-
house station. The warrant for that was found in the pre-
emption law of 1830, which read as follows, so far as it bears
on this gquestion :

That no entry or sale of any land shall be made under the provisions
of the act which shall have been reserved for the use of tge United
States, or either of the several States, or which is reserved from sale
by act of Congress, or by order of the President, or which may have
been appropriated for any purpose whatsoever.

In this Chicago case the withdrawal was made by the Com-
missioner of the General Land Office at the request of the Sec-
retary of War, and this was held to be the act of the President.
I read from the syllabus of that case:

- Appropriation of land by the Government Is nothing more or less
than settinghlt apart for some l1:ua.rticulau- use. In the case before the .
court there has been an apFropr ation of the land—not only in fact but
in law—for a military post, for an Indian agency, and for the erection
of a light-house.

By the act of Congress of 1830 all lands are exempted from pre-
emrtlon which are reserved from sale by order of the President of the
United States.

The President speaks and acts through the heads of the several
departments in relation to subjects which npgertain to their respective
duties. Both military posts and Indlan affairs, including agencies,
belong to the War Department. A reservation of lands, made at the
request of the Becretary of War for pu in his department, must
be considered as made by the President of the Tinited States within the
terms of the act of Con%ms.

Whensoever a tract of land shall have once been legally appropriated
to any purpose, from that moment the land thus appropriated becomes
severed from the mass of public lands,

There was no specific, no direct law, no statute that said at
that time in so many words that the President could withdraw
publie lands for an Indian agency or for a military post or for
a light-house station.

This case (Wilcox v. Jackson, 13 Pet. 498) was decided at
the January term, 1839,

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. NELSON. Yes.

Mr. BORAH. I merely desire to make a suggestion, and will
detain the Senator but a moment.

I disagree with the Senator from Minnesota that there was
no specific statute authorizing the President to do what he
did do. On the other hand, in the decision the court under-
takes to find the authority in a statute, and comes to the con-
clusion that it has found the authority in that statute. It did not
undertake to say that the President could do that without
statutory authority, but it held that the statute referred to by the
court was sufficient to give the authority, and I will in a few
moments call the Senate’s attention to the statute.

Mr. NELSON. What I said was that there was no statute
which in express terms said that the President could withdraw
the lands for a light-house, an Indian agency, or a military
post. It was based entirely upon the general power in the
preemption act of 1830, which gave the President that power;
and it was put upon the ground that it was necessary to have
military posts, Indian agencies, and light-houses, and that upon
that general ground the right of withdrawal existed.

Applying the principle of that case to the matter of water-
power sites and the development of water power for electricul
purpuses—a matter wholly unknown a few years ago—a utili-
zation of such great and important character for the welfare
of the American people and of far more importance than an
Indian agency or reservation or a reservation for an inland
army post, a withdrawal for a water-power site under such
condition and for such purpose is a withdrawal for a public
use of the highest order.

Let me call your attention further to what the court says in
the case cited. This is the language of the court:

Now, this is an appropriation, for that is nothing more nor less than
setting apart the thing for some particular use. But it is said that this
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appropriation must be made by authority of law., We think that the
appropriation in this case was made by authority of law. As far back
as the year 1798 (see act of May 3 of that year, vol. 3, Laws U. B., 46)
an appropriation was made for the purpose nmongaé other things of
enabling the FPresident of the United States to erect fortifications in
such place or places as the public safety shonld, in his opinion, reguire.
~ By the act of 21st of April, 1806 (vol. 4, Laws U. 8., 64), the Presi-
dent was authorized to establish trading houses at such and
places on the frontiers or in the Indian country on either or both sides
of the Mississippl River as he should judge most convenient for carry-
ing on trade with the Indians; and by act of June 14, 1809, he was
authorized to erect such fortifications as might, in his opinion, be neces-
gary for the protection of the northern and western frontiers, * * *
ut there has been a third appropriation—

In this case—
by authority of law.. Con
light-house at the mouth o

And so forth.

So the court held in this case, under the general power con-
ferred by the preemption act of 1830, that the President had the
general power or right of withdrawal, and that he could exercise
such power for a public purpose; that is, for the establishment of
a military post, for the building of fortifications, for the estab-
lishment of a trading post among the Indians, and for the erec-
tion of a light-house.

There was no statute that said in express terms that the
President could withdraw for a military post, for an Indian
agency, or for a light-house. He passed the general power
under the act of 1830, and he exercised it for those several
publie purposes. -

We have another leading case on the subject, which, to my
mind, is very clear. It was a case growing out of a land grant
in 1846, for the improvement and development of the Des Moines
River in Towa. It is the case of Wolcott v. Des Moines Com-
pany (5 Wall,, 681),

After the law had passed, the lands involved in the grant,
both granted and indemnity limits, were withdrawn from sale
and entry., They were withdrawn at that time, first by the
Secretary of the Treasury, under whose department ‘the land
business was conducted at one time, and afterwards by the See-
retary of the Interior. In that case there was question as to
whether the land grant extended beyond Raccoon Fork of the
Des Moines River. After considerable litigation, the Supreme
Court of the United States finally decided that the land grant
did not extend beyond the mouth of Raccoon Fork, and of
course if it did not extend beyond that, there was no occasion to
withdraw the lands above the mouth of the Raccoon River. But
the withdrawal had been made, and the lands were afterwards
sought to be disposed of, and the ecourt held that although the
lands above the Raccoon Fork, a branch of the Des Moines
River, were not within the ferms of the grant, yet the with-
drawal was valid and binding upon the Government.

By the act of May 15, 1856 (11 Stat. L., 9), a grant of land
was made to Towa for the construction of railroads; and in the
case cited the question was whether these withdrawn Des
Moines River lands above the Raccoon Fork were within the
exception of the railroad grant contained in the following pro-
viso in the act of Congress of May 15, 1856 (11 Stat. L., 9),
making a grant of lands to the State of Iowa, in alternate sec-
tions, to aid in the construction of certain railroads in said
State, by which proviso it was provided that—

Any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United States, by any
act of Congress or in any other manner by competent authority, for

ess, by law, authorized the erection of a
Chicago River— !

the purpose of aiding in_any object of internal improvement, or any -

other object whatsoever, be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the
United States from the operation of this act.

In this case “competent authority ” was held to be the Sec-
re¢ary of the Treasury while the land business was under his
charge, and the Secretary of the Interior after he was charged
with the administration of our public lands, both presumed to
act under the direction of the President, who was the ultimate
competent anthority. =

A similar question came up subsequently in reference to land
grants in California. The question came before the Supreme
Court in the case of Grisar v. McDowell (6 Wall, 863). The
opinion was written by Justice Field, who sums up the law of
the power of withdrawal possessed by the President in the fol-
lowing language: -

But, further than this, from an early period In the history of the
Government it has been the practice of the President to order, from
time to tlme, as the exigencies of the publlc service uired, parcels
of land belonging to the United States to be reservedmirom sale and
get apart for public uses.

The authority of the President In this respect s reco in
numerous acts of Congress. Thus, in the preemption act of May 29,
1830, it is provided that the right of greempl.ion contemplated by the
act shall not * extend to any land which Is reserved from sale by act of
Congress or by order of the President, or which may have ap-
propriated for any %ltl'pm whatever.” Again, in the preeniption
act of SBeptember 4, 1841, “ lands included in nn{ reservation by any
treaty, law, or praclamation oﬁ the President of the United States, or
reserved for salines or for other ofuhl:[g?r " are exempted from entry
under the act. So by the act ch 3, 1858, providing for the

survey of the public lands In California and extending the gmmptio‘n

system to them, it is declared that all public lands in that State shall
be subject to preemption and offered at ?ublic gale, with certain
specific exceptions, and among others “of lands appropriated under
the authority of this act, or reserved by competent authority.” The
Rroﬂslons In the acts of 1830 and 1841 show very clearly that by

competent authority *’ I8 meant the authority of the President and
officers acting under his direction.

“ Competent authority ” means the President of the United
States, and that that authority can be exercised by one of his
executive officers—exercised by the Secretary of the Interior, or
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office.

The language of the preemption law of 1841, which remained
in force until a few years ago, is as follows:

No land included in any reservation by any treaty, law, or proclama-
tion of the President shall be liable to entry under * * * the pro-
visions of this act.

The exception contained in the general preemption law of
1841 is transferred to the homestead law., The provision of
the homestead law is found in section 2289 of the Revised Stat-
utes, and is as follows:

Every person who Is the head of a family, or who has arrived at the
age of 21 years, and is a citizen of the Un States, or who has filed

s declaration of intention to become such, as required by the naturali-
gation laws, shall entitled to enter one quarter-section or a less
quantity of unappro;l:rlated publie lands, upon which such person may
have filed a preemption elaim, or which may, at the time the applica-
tion is made, be subject to preemption at $1.25 per acre.

Under the preemption law no man could preempt or take
under that law any land which had been withdrawn from public
sale and entry by proclamation of the President.

The homestead law stated that only those lands could be taken
under the homestead law which could be taken under the pre-
emption law, so it follows that no land can be taken under the
homestead law which has been withdrawn by proclamation of
the President.

The same principle holds good under our coal-land law.
Under that law no land can be entered that has been “ reserved
by competent authority.” (Sec. 2347, Rev. Stats.)

In our public-land systems the term “ public lands” has a
well-defined meaning, as interpreted by our courts. 'T'he term
“ public lands” means lands that are open to entry, sale, and
disposal, and not lands in a state of reservation. Lands that
are in a condition of reservation or reserved for any purpose
by executive or competent authority are not, in the eyes of the
law, public lands of the United States, although they are lands
of the United States.

The timber-culture law of 1874, since repealed, which re-
mained in force until 1901, was limited to public lands of the
United States; in other words, lands that were not in a state
of reservation. The stone and timber act of 1878, which is still
in force, only applies to unappropriated, uninhabited, and un-
reserved nonmineral lands of the United States.

‘We have had many instances in our history where the Presi-
dent, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commissioner of the
General Land Office have withdrawn lands for various purposes.
I have here, Mr. President, which I ask to have incorporated in
my remarks, Senate Document No. 232 of the Fifty-Seventh Con-
gress, first session, which is a report from the Commissioner of
the Land Office in response to a resolution ealling upon him to
give an account of the withdrawals he had made under our
publie-land law and upon what grounds he had done so,

The document is as follows:

PUBLIC LANDS WITHDRAWN FROM SEETTLEMENT, ETC.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, March 3, 1902.

Sir: In response to Senate resolution of January 23, 1902, calling
for Iinformation as to “ what, if any, of the publie lands have been with-
drawn from dizposition under the settlement or other laws by order of
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and what, any, ag-
thority of law cxists for such order of withdrawal,” I have the honor
to transmit herewith copy of a letter from the Commissioner of the
General Land Office, dated the 2S8th ultimo, inclosing a list of lands
withdrawn by order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office
stating the causes for which such withdrawals were made. «

Very respectfully,
THOS. RYAN, Acting Secretary.

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE PRO TEMPORE.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
GENERAL Laxp OFFiCE,
Washington, D. O., February 28, 1903,

Sir: I'have, by departmental reference, for report in duplicate, Sen-
ate resolution of January 13, asking that you * advise the Senate what,
if any, of the public lands had been withdrawn from disposition under
the .settlement or other laws ?{ order of the Commissioner of the Gen-
ernl Land Office, and what, any, authority of law exists for such
order of withdrawal.”

In response I hereto attach a list of the lands now withdrawn from
disposition by order of this office acting of its own motion; and the
cause for each separate withdrawal Is mentioned in connection with
each withdrawal.

Replying to that part of the resolution which asks * What, if any,
authority of law exists for such order of withdrawal,” I beg to submit
that the power of the executive department of the Government to make
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reservations of lands for gubllc use, and to temporarily withdraw lands
from appropriation by individuals as exigencies might demand, to pre-
vent fraud, to aid in proper administration, and in aid of pending legls-
lation, is one that has been long recognized both in the acts of Congress
and the decislons of the courts, as is shown in Grisar v. McDonald
(6 Wall.,, 363), where it is said:

“The authority of the President in this respect is d by nu-
merous acts of Congress. Thus, in the preemption act of May 29, 1330{
it is provided that the right of preemption contemplated by the act shal
not * extend to any land which is reserved from sale by act of Congress
or by order of the President, which may have been appropriated for any
purpose whatever.'

“Again, in the preemption act of September 4, 1841, ‘ Lands included
in any reservation by any treaty, law, or proclamation of the Pres‘ldent
of the United States, or reserved for ines or other purposes,’ are
exempted from entry under the act.”

The fact that this power may be exercised by the Executive as an
incident to other powers specifically granted has long been recognized
by the courts, and its exercise has not beéen limited to the President's
individual act, because in the case of Wilcox v. Jackson (13 Pet., 408)
a reservation, although made by the Secretary of War, who was not
charged with execut nf the public-land laws, was justified by the
Suprema Court in the following langunage :

‘ Now, although the immediate afent in requiring this reservation
was the Becretary of War, yet we feel justified in presuming that it was
done by the approbation and direction of the President. e President
speaks and acts through heads of the several departments in relation to
the subjects which appertain to their respective dutles; Wi
hence we consider the act of the War Department In requiring these
reservations to be made as being in legal contemplation the act of the
President, and, consequently, that the reservation thus made was, in
legal effect, a reservation made by the President within the terms of
the act of Congress.” '

Bection 441, Revised Statutes, provides:

“ The Secretary of the Interior is charged with the supervision of pub-
lic business relating to the following subjects: * * * the public
lands, including mines."”

This act gives your department immediate supervision of the public
lands belonging to the Government, and its power to make reservations
without the immediate sanction of the President and in the absence of
a law specifically so directing was recognized by the Supreme Court in
Wolsey v. Chapman (101 U, 8., 755), where the doctrine announced in
Wilcox ». Jackson ésngra) was recognized and adopted, and where it
was specifically held that the Secretary of the Interior had the power
to withdraw lands from the operation of the public-land laws, and that
his act was in contemplation of law an order of the President, and had
the same effect as if it had been a proclamation issued by the President
for the same purpose. -

That this power has been long exercised by the Commissioner of the
General Land Office is shown by a reference to the date of some of the
withdrawals enumerated in the list hereto attached; and that he has
that power as a representative of the Secretary has long been recog-
nized both by your department and the courts. Section 453 of the
Revised Statutes provides that—

“ The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall perform, under
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, all executive duties ap-
gertainlng to the survey and sale of the public lands of the United

tates, or in any wise respecting such lands, and also such as relate
to private claims of land and the issuing of patents for all [grants]
of lands under the authority of the Government."

The Bupreme Court, in considering the sccépe of the powers of the
head of this office, said, in Bell v. Hearne (19 How., 262):

“ The Commissioner of thé General Land Office exercises a general
superintendence over the subordinate officers of his department and is
clothed with liberal powers of control, to be exercised for the purposes
of justice, and to prevent the consequences of Inadvertence, irregular-
ity, mistake, and fraund in the important and extensive operations of
that officer for the disposal of the public domain.”

It is believed that the language thus used and the cases above cited—
with egerhaps others in line not cited—fully justify the conclusions

arrived at bE your department in the case of Kaweah Cooperative Col-
ony (12 L. D., 326), where it was said:
‘The power exercised in the case under consideration was to pre-

vent the consummation of what he (the commissioner) had reasom to
believe were fraudulent entries on the public domain, and the authority
and right of the commissioner to thus act has for many years been
recognized by both the officers of the Government and the courts.”

That was a case in which the commissioner of this office, of his own
motion, by a telegram, suspended certain lands in California, because
fm bel{etv;?d that they were about to be appropriated through fraudu-
ent entries,

A reference to your decision in the case of the Gray Eagle OIl Com-
any v. Clark (30 L. D., 570) will show that other Instances of a simi-
ar kind might be cited, but it is believed that an examination of the
list submitted, in connection with what has already been said in this
letter, will show that such a practice is one of long standing, and, In
the language of Secretary Noble in Kaweah Cooperative Colony’s case,
supra, this power has * for many years been recognized by the officers
of the Government and by the courts.” .

The attached list embraces only such lands as were withdrawn by
this office, acting on its own motion, In cases where the emergencles
appeared to demand such action in furtherance of public interests, and
does not include lands withdrawn under express provisions of statutes
so directing.

It is possible that other withdrawals have been made, and that some
of the withdrawals here enumerated may have been revoked, especiall
some of those made years ago, but the very hurried manper in whie]
the compilation of the list had to be prepared prevented the exhaustive
examinations of the records of this office necessary to ascertain their
exact status. .

Very respectfully, BINGER HERMANN, Commissioner.

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

List of lands now withdrawn by order of the Commissioner of the
General Land Office.
[Compiled pursuant to Senate resolution of January 23, 1902.]
LANDS IN ARIZONA.
Townships 21, 22, and 23, of range 13 east, and township 23 south,
range 14 east: Suspended March 11, 1878, at suggestion of register at
Florence, Ariz. Bupposed to fall within the Torreon Rancho, unsur-

veyed. BSuospension continued November 16, 1882, on account of pre-
liminary survey of Tumaca and Calabazas, private land claims; Janu-
arly 21, 1884, revoked as to sections not wholly or partly interiered
with by claim as surveyed. 13

Township 26 north, ranges 28 and 20 east, and township 22 south,
range 16 east: Suspended December 20, 1883, on account of surveys
overlapping Navajo Indlan Reservation. Suspended December 20, 1853,
on account of encroachment of S8an Jose de Sonoita claim.

Township 20 north, mge 4 west: North tler of section suspended
April 15, 1884, until amended plat is furnished by surveyor-general.

Townships 16 and 17 south, range 31 east: Suspended June 2, 1884,
until character of lands ghall have been ascertained by an examination
in the field and further orders communicated.

Townships 6 and T south, range 16 east : Buspended August 21, 1884,
until further orders. BSurveyor-general has been instructed to furnish
amended plat showing limits of old Camp Grant Military Reservation.
12‘1‘?87%13]1 p 1 north, range 2 west: West tier of section suspended June

Parts of township 16 south, range 13 east; township 18 south, ran
14 east, and townshi&m south, range 14 east: Suspended September 20,
1801, pending acceptance of survey of boundary lines of private land
claims, San Ignacio de la Causa.

Sections 1 and 12, townshlg T north, range 4 east: Withdrawn Se
tember 20, 1900, at request of Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Lan
occupled by Indians.

LANDS IN CALIFORNIA.

Townships 3 and 4 south, range 2 east: Fraction adjoining rancho
San Jose suspended August 24, 1870. This suspension was made in
connection with adjustment of the rancho boundaries (record of final
action not found). Supplemental plats ordered.

Townships 26 north, ranfas 9 and 10 east, Mount Diablo meridian:
Buspended November 23, 1871. Telegram to n‘;iglster and recelver,
Busanville, Cal, guestiona relative to swamp-land segregations. BSus-

nsion revoked April 12, 1872, by letter to register and receiver,

usanville,
Townshlgrl south, range 10 west, San Bernardino meridian: Part
suspended November 14, 1873. (See to surveyor-gemeral.) Interference

with private land claims. Suspension parfly revoked November 17,
1873, and March 13, 1877.

Township 1 south, range 11 west, San Bernardino meridian: Part
suspended November 17, 1873. (Bee to surveyor-general.) Possible
interference with private land elaims,

Township 27 north, range 2 east; townshl;{ 27 north, range 3 east:
townshi north, range 2 east; and townah{' 28 north, range 3 east,
Mount Diablo meridlan: Suspended May 22, 1874. Letter to register
and receiver, Bhasta, Cal urveys rejected by letter to surveyor-gen-
eral, Califo , Beptember 11, 1874. Withdrawal of plats from local
land office ordered. New survey ordered. Register and recelver at
Bhasta advised of rejection and order for withdrawal September 11,

1874.

Townships 45 north, ranges 8, 9, and 10 east; township 46 north
ranges 9 and 10 east; township 47 north, range 9 east; townshi 44
north, range 8 east; townshlg{i‘l north, ranges 9 -and 10 east, Mount
Diablo meridian: Suspended May 22, 1874, by letter to reglster and
receiver, Susanville. Burveys rejected h{ letter to surveyor-general
California, September 11, 1874, and withdrawal of plats from local
land office ordered. New survey ordered. Register and receiver at
{i;g'?anville advised of rejection and order for withdrawal September 11,

4.

Townships 1 south, ran 4 and 5 east; township 2 south, ran 3,
4, and 5 east; townshl south, ranges 4, 5, and 6 east; township 4
south, ranges 4, 5, and 6 east; and township 5 south, range 6 east,
Humboldt meridian: Suspended May 22, 1874, by letter to register and
receiver, Humboldt. Suspension revoked township 1 south, ranges 4
and 5 east; township 2 south, ranges 4 and § east; and township 3
gouth, range 5 east, by letter to register and receiver, Humboldt, seP-
tember 11, 1874. Survey of townshir 2 south, range 3 east; township
3 south, ranges 4 and 6 east; township 4 south, ranges 4, 5, and 6 east;
and townsh 8 5 south, range 6 east, rejected by letter to surveyor-

neral of California September 11, 1874, and withdrawal of plats
g:om local office ordered. New survey authorized. Register and re-
celver at Humboldt advised of rejection and order for withdrawal Sep-
tember 11, 1874, A

Townships 16 and 17 and 18 north, range 18 east, Mount Diallo
meridian : gusmded February 18, 15875, letter to register and recelver,
Sacramento. ‘Those Bort!nm; of the townships colored blue on plats
filed July 21, 1875. y new survey of boundary between California and
Nevada a strlp of land formerly in Nevada was thrown into California.
Suspension ordered to prevent erroneous entries and clashing of Inter-
ests, AMarch 10, 1875, abstract of entries received from register at Car-
son City, Nev. Sent to register and recelver, Sacramento, with direc-
tions to make proper annotations on records.

Townships lg and 13 north, range 18 east; township 12 north, range
19 east ; and township 11 north, range 20 east, San Bernardino meridian :
Suspended September 1, 1875. Letter to register and receiver, Sacra-
mento. Lands between old und new state line until receipt from United
States land office at Carson Cit:r of a statement showing lands within
the strip heretofore disposed of in Nevada.

Township 15 north, rm,ﬁee 16 west, Mount Diablo meridian: Sus-
pended August 22, 1870. tter to reglster and receiver, San Fran-
cisco, Cal. Pending examination to show condition of surveys. Suspen-
sion revoked April 10, 1877. Letter to register and recelver, San
Franclsce ips 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25 north, range 10 west, and
townships 22 and 23 north, range 11 west, Mount Diablo meridian:

Suspended February 17, 1879, by letter to surveyor-general, California,

ary 17, 1879, and telegram February 24, 1879, on account of ir-
f:ggﬁlrﬁies {n the surveys. Suspension revoked as to townships 22 and
23 north, range 11 west, April 16, 1879. Letter to register and re-
ceiver, San Francisco, BSurvey of townships 18, 19. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24,
and 25 north, range 10 west, rejected by decislon Secretary of the In-
terior April 14, 1879. Burveyor-general and register and receiver, San
Francisco, advised of Secretary’s decision A]i;-ll 16, 1879.
Township 4 north, range 27 east, Mount Diablo meridian: Survey of
art of township rejected by letter to surveyor-general April 30, 1879.
egister and receiver, Bodle, Cal.,, advised same date. Commissioner’s
decision reversed by Secretary of the Interior January 28, 1880. Bur-
veyor-general and register and receiver advised January 30, 1880, and
plat restored as valid.
Townships 25 north, ranges 1, 2, and 4 east. Mount Diablo meridian :
Suspended by letter to register and recelver, Marysville, Cal., March 18,
1880, until further orders. Surveys found fraundulent. Township to be
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resurveyed. Register and recelver directed, December 3, 1881, to mark
plats * Survey canceled.”

Townships 25 north, range 5 east, Mount Diablo meridian : Suspended
by letter to register and receiver, szulvsvl]le, Cal., pending examination
in the field. Buspension revoked by telegram A 8, 1883, and letter

August 9, 1883, examination proving favorable,

'ownship 29 north, range 2 east; townships 29, 30, and 31 north,
range 1 west; and township 31 north, range 2 west: Suspended by
letter to register and recelver, Bhasta, Cal., March 18, 1880. Town-
ships to be resurveyed. HRegister and receiver, Bhasta, Cal., directed,
December 3, 1881, to mark the plats * Burvey canceled.’

Township T north, range 25 east: Part of township between old and
new state lines suspended. Telegram to register and receiver, Bodie,
Cal., July 24, 1880, with directions to report disposals already made.

Township 17 north, range 14 west, Mount Diablo meridian: Part of
township suspended by letter to surveyor-general, June 11, 1881, pend-
ing proposed resurveys. Suspension revoked by letter to register and
receiver, S8an Francisco, July 3, 1884,

Township 11 north, range 2 east; township 11 north, range 3 east;
townshi 3 north, range 1 east; and township 13 north, range 2
east : All tracts within 1 mile of Klamath River suspended, on account
of Indian reservation, by telegram to register and receiver, Humboldt,
Cal,, Febrtmriy 23, .

Township 10 north, ranges 3 and 4 east; townshi% 11 north, ranges
2, 8, and 4 east; township 12 north, ranges 2 and 3 east; and town-
aﬁjp 13 north, ranges 1 and 2 east, Humboldt meridian : Suspended De-
cember 11, 1884, by letter to register and receiver, Humboldt, Cal., on
account of great irregularities developed by examination in the field.
Resurvey probable. ownship 10 north, ranges 3 and 4 east, relieved
from suspension by letter to register and receiver, Humboldt, October
B, 1802, Township 12 north, range 3 east, relieved from suspension
January 9, 1896, by letter to register and receiver, Humboldt, Cal.
Township 11 north, range 4 east, relieved from suspension April 21,
1806, by letter to register and receiver, Humboldt, Cal.

Townships 4 and 5 north, range 19 west, and township 4 north, range
20 west, San Bernardino meridian : Suspended July 15, 1885, by letter
to register and receiver, Los Angeles, Cal., on account of undetermined
character of land and a report of a special agent that surveys of parts
of the townships made by George 8. Collins were erroneous. Suspen-
sion revoked as to all lands in these townships not surveyed by Collins,
by letter to register and receiver, Los Angeles, Cal., November 13, 1886.
Buspension revoked as to that part of township 4 north, range 20 wrst,

surveyed by Colling, by letter to register and receiver, Los Angeles,
April 30, 1894, thus res m-miI to entry all of this township.
Townships 17 and 19 south, range 14 east; townships 13, 15, and 16

15 and 16 south, range 29 east; town-
sghips 138, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 south, range 30 east; townships 15, 16,
and 18 south, range 31 east; and townships 17 and 18 south, range 32

st : Buspended December 24, 1885, by letter to register and receiver,

south, range 26 east; "ownsblgs

isalia, Cal. Suspension based on report of Inspector Wharton in mat-
ter of certain su fraudulent timber-land entries. (Report De-
cember 1, 1885, v. “A."") Townships 15 and 16 south, range 26 east,

relieved from suspension by letter to register and receiver, Visalia, April
80, 1802, Townships 17 and 19 south, range 14 east, relieved from sus-
pension by letter to register and receiver, Visalia, September 13, 1894.

Township 21 south, range 30 east, Mount Diablo meridian: Sus-

nded April 17, 1886; letter to register and receiver, Visalia, Cal.
Easpend on account of alleged fraud in the survey. Modified Janu-
ary 17 and March 25, 1898, so as to release from suspension certain
lands embraced in homestead entries.

Townships 5 north, ranges 6 and 7 east; townships 6 and 7 north,
ranges 5, g. and 7 east; township 4 north, range 6 east; townshlg 12
north, ranges 4, 5, 6, and 7 east; township 13 north, ranges 3, 4, 5, 6,
and 7 east; and township 14 north, ranges 2, 3, 4, and 5 east: Sus-

nded April 27, 1886; letter to register and receiver, Humboldt, Cal.

uspension ordered on account of suspected fraud in the surveys. Sus-
nsion revoked January 9, 1896, as to township 5 north, range 6 east;
wnship 5 north, range 7 east; township 6 north, range 5 east; town-
ship 6 north, range 6 east; township 6 north, range 7 east; and town-
ghip 7 north, range 5 east. Suspension revoked April 21, 1896, as to
township T north, ranges 6 and 7 east; township 4 north, ru.n;ie 6 east;
t,ownship 12 north, ranﬁea 4, 5, 6, and 7 east; township 13 north,
3, t-i. 6, 6, and 7 east; and townshlp 14 north, ranges 3, 4,

and 5 east.

Townships 37 and 38 north, range 12 west, Mount Diablo meridian.

Township 8 north, range 8 east, and township 9 north, range 9 east,
Humboldt meridian: Suspended September 6, 1886 ; letter to register
and recelver, Humboldt, Cal. Suspension made becanse of ‘allegations
of irregularities in the surveys, forwarded through the surveyor-general
of California. Townships 8 and 9, range 8 east, relieved from sus-
pension by letter to register and recelver, Humboldt, April 21, 1896,

Township 10 morth, range 17 west, Mount Diablo meridian: Sus-

ended Fe ruarg 12, 1889, by letter to register and receiver, Los
Rngelea. Cal. uspension ordered upon verbal request of surveyor-
general of California, there being an apparent conflict of %mblic land
gurveys with Rancho Los Alamos y Agua Coliente.  Attention of
surveyor-general called to this suspension by letter February 8, 1804,
and Dy letter February 19, 1894. The surveyor-general recommended
that suspension be continued.

Townships 9 north, ranges 17 and 18 west, and township 10 north,
ranges 16 and 17 west, San Bernardino meridian : Buspended December
7, 1805; letter to register and receiver, Los Angeles. Suspension ad-
vised in' consequence of discrepancies between old and mew surveys in
gald townships. Suspension of township 9 north, ranges 17 and 18
west, revokec{m by letter to register and receiver October 8, 1896.

Township 12 north, range 17 east, Mount Diablo meridian: Sus-

nded October 23, 1896 ; telegram to register and receiver, Sacramento,

1. Action taken upon uest United States Senators from Cali-
fornia. Reservation of the lands suggested.

West one-half lot 1 In northwest guarter section 6, township 13
gouth, range 35 east, and lot 1 in northeast quarter section 1, township
13 south, range 24 east: Withdrawn at request of Commissioner of In-
dlan Affairs, pendiug investigation of certain Indian rlizhts.

The rollowinig lands were withdrawn September 15, 1900, because of
alleged mineral character: Townships 12, 13, and 14 north, range 2
west, Mount Dlablo meridian; townships 12, 13, and 14 north, range 3
west, Mount Diablo meridian ; townships 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18
north, range 4 west, Mount Diablo meridian; townships 13, 14, 15, 16,
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22 north, range 5 west, Mount Diablo meridian ;
townships 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22 north, range 6 west, Mount
Diablo meridian ; townships 20, 21, and 22 north, range 7 west, Mount
Diablo merldian.

The followlni;

lands were withdrawn February 21, 1900, becnuse of
alleged minera

character : Township 11 north, range 23 west, San

Bernardino . meridian ; townshi
nardino meridian; township 1
meridian.

The following lands were withdrawn A
alleged mineral character: Townships 11 a
San Bernardino meridian.

The following lands were withdrawn August 11, 1900, hecause of
alleged mineral character : Townships 2 and 3 sounth, ranges 1, 2, and
3 west, San Bernardino meridian; township 1 south, ranges 16, 17, 18,
19, and 20 west, San Bernardino meridian; township 32 south, range
20 east, Mount Diablo meridian.

The following lands were withdrawn February 28, 1900, because of
alleged mineral character : Township 13 south, ranges 10 and 11 east;
townshtf 14 south, ranges 10, 11, and 12 east; township 15 south
ranges 10, 11, and 12 east; township 16 south, ranges 12, 13, and 14
east ; townshlp 17 south, ranges 12, 13, and 14 east; township 18
south, ran 13, 14, and 15 east; township 19 south, range 16 east;
township 20 south, ranges 14 and 15 east; township 21 south, ranges
15 and 16 east; townshlp 22 south; ranges 15, 16, 17, and 18 east;
township 23 south, ranges 16, 17, and 18 east; township 24 south,
ranges 17, 18, and 19 east; townships 25 and 26 south, range 19 east;
township 27 south, ranges 18 and 19 east; township 38 south, ranges
18, 19, and 20 east; townsh!lp 29 sounth, range 20 east; township 30
south, range 23 east; township 235 south, ranges 26, 27, and 28 east;
townshi 6 south, ranges 26, 27, and 28 east; townshlp 27 south,
ranges 27, 28, and 29 east, Mount Diablo meridian.

The following lands were withdrawn December 18, 1900, because of
alleged mineral character: Township 17 south, range 11 east, Mount
Diablo meridian. -

The following lands were withdrawn February 26, 1900, because of
alleged mineral character : Township 25 south, ranges 17 and 18 east:
tuwnshlg 26 south, ranges 17 and 18 east; township 29 south, ranges
21 and 22 east, and township 30 south, ranges 21 and 22 east, Mount
Diablo meridian. ;

The following lands were withdrawn February 21, 1900, because of
alleged mineral character: Township 31 south, ranges 22 and 23 east;
township 32 south, ranges 22 and 23 east; township 32 south, range
24 east; township 31 south, ranges 24 and 95 east ; township 32 south,
range 25 east; township 28 south, ranges 27, 28, and 20 east:; and
township 29 south, ranges 27, 28, and 29 east, Mount Diablo meridian.

LANDS IN COLORADO.

Township 29 south, ranges 72 and 73 west; township 30 south,
ranges 72 and 73 west; and part of township 28 south, range T0 west,
sixth principal meridian. Part township 30 north, range 11 east, New
Mexico principal meridian: Suspended August 15, 1876, by letter to
register and receiver, Del Norte, Colo., on account of protest of claim-
ant of Sangre de Christo grant against disposal of public lands within
boundaries of the fmnt. Instructions as to suspension repeated April
13, 1877. Township 36 north, range 11 east, relleved April 30, 155 -
letter to register and recelver, Del Norte.

West one-half of townships 13, 14, and 15 south, range 86 west,
slxth prineipal meridian: Suspended October 7, 1880 ; letter to register
and receiver, Leadville, Colo. Lands apparently falling within Ute
Indian Reservation. Lands not subject to homestead. 0 be sold for
cash (net June 15, 1880) after issue of necessary instructions. Lands
falling east of Ute boundary relieved June 16, 1883, to register and re-
ceiver, Gunnison, Colo. Lands west of boundary to be sold for cash
only. This last order appears to revoke the suspension from and after
receipt of amended plats showing boundary.

Township 33 south, ranges 66, 67, and 68 west, and townships 34
south, ran 62, 63, 64, 65, and 66 west, sixth principal meridian :
All lands in said townships south of north boundary of Beaubien and
Miranda private land clalm and all legal subdivisions which appear to
be Intersected by said boundary, as shown on an inclosed diagram,
showing approximate limits of sald north boundary, suspended by letter
to register and receiver, Pueblo, Februnary 2, 1881,

Townships 1 and 2 north, range 75 west; townships 1 and 2 north,
range 76 west; township 1 south, ranges 77, 78, 79, and 80 west; and
township 2 south, range T4 west, sixth principal meridian: Suospended
March 31, 1883; letter to reglster and receiver, Central City, on ac-
connt of defects and irregularities in the survey. Township 2 south,
range T4 west, relieved from suspension June 21, 1884 ; letter to
register and receiver, Central City. Township 1 south, range 79 west,
reileved from suspension May 3, 1888; letter to register and receiver,
Central Clty, and to surveyor-general, Colorado. Township 1 south
ranges 77 and 78 west; fownships 1 and 2 north, range 75 west, an
township 1, range 76 west, relieved from suspension July 31, 1891;
letter to register and receiver, Central City.

Township 43 north, range 8 west, New Mexico principal meridiam:
Suspended March 31, 1883 letter to register and recelver, Lake City,
on account of defects and irregularities in the survey.

Township 39 north, range 8 west, New Mexico principal meridian:
Suspended March 31, 1883—letter to register and receiver, Durango—
on account of defects and irregularitics in the survey.

Township 48 north, "“3{"_'7 east, New Mexico principal meridian:
Suspended August 28, 1883—letter to register and receiver, Del Norte,
Colo.—on account of erroneous surveys.

Township 48 north, range 6 east; township 50 north, range 3 east:
townships 50 and 51 north, range 4 east, and townships 50 and 51
north. range 5 east, New Mexico principal meridian : Suspended August
28, 1883—Ietter to register and receiver, Gunnison—on acccunt of er-
roneons surveys. Townships 50 and 51 north, ranges 4 and 5 east,
guspensions revoked June 28, 1890, by letier to register and receiver,
Gunnison, Colo. (Recommendation of surveyor-general.) Township 50
north, range 3 east—suspension revoked March 2, 1891—letter to reg-
ister and receiver, Gunnison. (Settlers satisfied with the survey.)

Townships 2, 8, and 4 south, range 75 west; townships 2, 3, and 4
gsouth, range 76 west ; townships 2, 3, and 4 south, range 77 west; town-
ships 2, 3, and 4 south, range 78 west ; townships 2, 3, and 4 south,
range T9 west; townships 2, 3, and 4 south, mng:.u 80 west, and town-
ships 5, ranges 77, T8, 79, and 80 west, sixth principal meridian: Sus-

nded December 12, 1883—letter to register and receiver, Central City,

olo., Examination in fleld proved surveys fraudulent. Townships
south, ranges 77 and 78 west, and the resurveyed parts of townships 2
south, ranges 77 and T8 west; township 3 south, range 77 west; town-
ship 4 south, range 79 west, and township 5 south, range 80 west, re-
lieved from suspension July 15, 1892, by letter to register and receiver,
Central City.

Township 42 north, range 8 west, New Mexico principal meridian :
Suspended February 12, 18 letter to register and receiver, Durango,
Colo.—on account of alleged errors or defects in survey, August 1,

11 north, range 24 west, San Ber-
north, range 23 west, San Bernardino

st 28, 1900, because of
12 north, range 28 west,
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1804, surveyor-general reported only remedy for existing conditions
would be a resurvey.

Township 43 north, range 8 west, New Mexico principal meridian :
Suspended March 81, 1888—Iletter to ster and receiver, Lake City,
Colo—on account of apparent irregularities Iin surveg.

Township 10 south, range 84 west; townships  and 10 south, range
856 west ; townships 8 and 9 south, range 86 west; townships 6, 7, and
8 south, range 87 west; township 7 south, range 88 west, and town-
ship 6 south, range 89 west, sixth principal meridian: Suspended April
24, 1891 ; letter to register and recelver, Glenwood 3prings.

Township 10 south, rsu%e B4 west ; townships 9 and 10 south, range
85 west ; townships 8 and 9 south, range 86 west: Originally suspended
September 18, 1586.

Townships 6, 7, and 8 south, range 87 west; township T south, range
is we::ﬂ:.1 Ta.misgoarnshlp 6 south, range 89 west: Originally suspended

ugus "

Township 10 south, range 85 west ; towah!ga T and 8 south, range
87 west, and townships 7 and 8 south, range 88 west: Relieved May 9,
1891 ; letter to register and receiver, Glenwood Springs.

Township 8 south, range 86 west, and townships 6 south, ranges 87
arild smt: Relleved July 3, 1891; letter to register and receiver,

enw! D

Township 10 south, range 84 west: Relieved December 30, 1891 ; let-
ter to ster and recelver, Glenwood Sﬁrmss.

Townships 9 south, ranges 85 and 86 west: Relieved January 29,
1802 ; letter to register and recelver, Glenwood Bpri:ﬁs.

Townships 8 south, ranges 84 and 85 west: Virtu gsaelleved by the
filing of plats of resurveys. Accepted November 30, 1889.

3% the townships suspended by letters to the register and receiver
at Glenwood Springs August 17 and September 18, 1886, and io the
register and receiver at Leadville September 18, 1858, it would appear
from the record that there has been no revocation of the suspension of.

Townships 8, 9, and 10 south, range 81 west; townships 6, 7, 8, 0,
and 10 south, range 82 west; townships 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 south, range
83 west; townships 6 and 7 south, range 84 west; townships 6 and 7
south, range 85 west; townships 6, 7, and 10 south, range BG west;
townships 9 and 10 south, range 87 west; townships 6, 9, and 10 south,
range 83 west, and township 8 south, range 89 west.

3 In t}t? towt:lnshlps be:rhln:h have elin‘een relieved from suspension the val-
e ons have n resurveyed.

ch?;nships 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 south, range 87 west; townships 6, 7, 8,
9, and 10 south, range 88 west ; and townships 6, 7, and 8 south, range
89 west, sixth principal meridian: Suspended August 17, 1885—letter
to register and receiver, Glenwood Springs—on account of erroneous
Burveys.

Tgnship 7 south, range 89 west (resurveyed): Relieved December
@, 1888 ; letter to register and receiver, Glenwood Sp :

Township 6 south, range 89 west: Relieved January 5, 1880,

Townships 7 and 8 south, range 87 west; townships 7 and 8 south,
range 88 west, and townsh? 10 south, range 85 west: Relieved May 9,
189%0; letter to r er and receiver, Glenwood SSrtnga‘

To rerister and receiver, Glenwood Springs, September 26, 1885:
Mining claims connected with mineral monuments may be entered.

Townships 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 south, mnfie 83 west ; townships 6, 7, 8,
9, and 10 south, ra 84 west; townships 8, T, 8', 9, and 10 south,
range 85 west: townships 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 south, range 86 west, sixth
principal meridian : Su.upendeti September 18, 1886; letter to register
zéndmreceiver, Glenwood Springs. Burveyorvgeneral' reported surveys
ctitious.

Township 10 south, ranges 84 and 85 west; townsh% 9 south, ranges

and 86 west, at:;ﬁ 11éiluwruahb!é:- go'“{ggé ranges 84, 85, and 86 west:
New surveys a ovember 30, .

To regls{er and receiver, Glenwood Springs, October 16, 1886: Sus-
pension does not apply to mining claims connected with mineral monu-

ments,

Townships 6 and 7 south, range 82 west; townships 8, 9, and 10
gouth, mEZ 81 west, and townships 8, 9, and 10 south, range 72
West, sixth prineipal meridian: Suspended September 18, 1886; letter
to register and receiver, Leadville, Colo. urveyor-general reported
survey fictitious.

Tow’:'nshi 41 and 42 north, range T west, New Mexico prineipal
meridian : Suspended Mareh 20, 1886—letter to register and receiver,
Durango, Colo.—on account of many allegations of fraud in_survey,
sup r‘ied by affidavits. (See from T. M. flin, January 7, 1886. See
to é’.oA. Cole, November 6, 1894. No present action can be taken as to

SUrvey.
I-e'l‘ow-uyn.t):.l s 41, 42, and 43 north, range 6 west, New Mexico principal
meridian: Suspended Mareh 260, 1886—letter to re er and receiver,
Durango, Colo.—on account of many allegations of fraud in the survey,
supported by afidavits. (See from T. M, Triffin, January 7, 1886, See
to g.o.&. Cole, November 6, 1894. No present action can be taken as to

resurvey.)
Township 10 south, mniga 71 west, sixth prinecipal meridian: SBus-
1886—letter to register and receiver, Central City,
e it ok M’amm"“éeputy surveyor and settler that

'olo,—on a,ﬂidnvéfll of t? Uni
e I tth 78 west, sixth principal merldian: Sus-
Leadville, Colo.—

Township 7 south, range
April 9, 1887—Iletter to register and receiver,

megmnem claims connected with mineral monuments, on afidavit
of United States deputy mineral surveyor, were incorrect.

Township T sou range 79 west, sixth principal meridian: Sus-
ended ber 7, 1887—letter to register and receiver, Leadvilie,
Enlo.—(m account of allegations, supported by affidavits, forwarded
through the surveyor-general of lorado, that the survey was fraud-
ulent.

ds embraced in one homestead entry relleved from suspension
AuLmt 6, 1806, sn:gmnlon of remainder continuing in force.

ownship 36 morth, range 4 New Mexico principal meridian:
Suspended February 11, 1889; letter to register and receiver, Del
Norte, Colo. Recommended by surveyor-general of Colorado on report
of a deputy mineral surveyor that there was no evidence of survey

upon the an

Sus; n revoked May 13, 1892—letter to register and receiver,
Del Npm tion of surveyor-general, based upon peti-
tion of settlers, corroborated h{uthe uty who formerly reported
agninst the survey. Deputy sta that former report referred to
mineral region in southern and southwestern part of the township and
did not t the location of settlers.

Townships 11 and 12 south, range 83 west; townships 11 and 12
south, range B4 west; ips 11 and 12 south, range 85 west; and
township 12 south, ml’:t t%e v;est, sixth prlnéﬂpal merf wn s:;f,‘”““eg

889, r to register and receiver, Gunnison an
February 15, 1 3 mrla sed

Glenwood Springs, Colo., upon reports and aflidavits o

‘surveyor-general and recommended by register at Del N

sarveyors, forwarded through surveyor-general of Colorado, alleging
irregularity and incorrectness of survey.

Townships 88 and 39 north, range 6 west, and townships 38 and 39
north, range 7 west, New Mexico principal meridian: Suspended Feb-
mr{ 28, 1BBH. Letter to register and recelver, Durango, upon affi-
davits of county surveyor and others, forwarded by surveyor-general
of Colorado, alleging that there was no trace of lines and corners in
said townshigs.

Township 37 north, range 10 west, and township 7 north, range 11
west, New Mexico principal meridian: Sunspended April 26, 1880,
Letter to register and receiver, Durango. Recommended by surveyor-
general of Colorado, April 15, 1889, who transmits report of deputy
mineral surveyor and affidavits of two parties as to absence of all evi-
dence of surveys.

Townships 40 north, ranges 6, 7, 8, and 9 west; township 41 north,
range 8 west, and part of townsh!? 41 north, range 9 west, New Mexico
prinecipal meridian: Sospended March 28, 1801, Letter to register

and receiver, Durango, except for mineral lands, upon petition of United
States deputy mineral surveyors, with affidavits, stating that surveys
are, for most part, frandulent. Not 10 per cent of cornmers can {e
established. :

Township 42 north, range 1 east, and township 42 mnorth, range 1
west, New Mexico principal meridian: Suspended February 26, 1892,
Telegram to register and receiver, Del Norte, upon allegations of fraud
and rregularlt’l’es in the surveys, supported by afdavits forwarded by
orte. An ex-
amination in the field showed that no subdivisional survey had been
made in township 42 north, range 1 east, and that the survey of town-
ahEF 42 north, range 1 west, was irregular and many corners missing,

ownship 38 north, range 5 west, New Mexico principal meridian:
Embracing “ Emerald Lake.” Withdrawn from further settlement or
appropriation by telegram “P" October 7, 1897, to register and re-
ceiver, Durango.

Township 32 north, range 13 west, New AMexico principal meridian
(part in Colorado) : Suspended June 21, 1899. Letter to register and
lr,gcegdv::, Durango, g determination of true position of state

i Y-

Relieved, except west tier of sections, April 26, 1900. Letters to
register and receiver, Durango, Colo., and Santa Fe, N. Mex.

Township 43 north, range 4 west, New Mexico principal meridian :
Suspended December 13, 1000. Letter to register and receiver, Gunni-
son, upon testimony of United States dgEuty mineral surveyors that the
?l:tttl'\'ey T&s grossly incorrect, the townships being only 4} Instead of 6

es wide.

On Beptember 26, 1891, the following lands were withdrawn om

tition of the governor of Colorado, asking for establishment of &
orest reserve, and on recommendation of a special agent.

So much of townships T south, ranges 70, 71, and 72 west, as lies
south of the North Fork of the South Platte River.

Townships 8 and 9 south, ranges 71 and 72 west.

Bo much of townships 8 south, 70 west, 9 south, 70 west, and 10
south, T0 west, as lies west of the Middle Fork of the Platte River.

Bections 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, township 21
south. range 68 west. -

Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 81, 82, and 33,
township 22 south, ranze 68 west.

Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9. 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29, 80, 31, 33,
84, 24, and 35, township 23 south, range 68 west,

The whole of township 24 south, range 68 west.

Sectl?us 1,2, 8,4,5,6, 7, 8 9 10, 11, 12, township 25 south, range

west.

Sections 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, township 21 south, range 68 west.

The whole of township 22 south, range 09 west.

The whole of township 23 south, rangze 69 west.

Sections 1, 2, 8. 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 20, township
24 south, range 59 west.

8o muech of township 7 eouth, ranges 72, 73, and T4 west, as lies
south of the North Fork of the South Platte River.

Townships 8 south, ranges 72, 73, and 74 west.

Townships 9 south, ranges 72 and 73, and so much of townships 07
and 74 as lies north of Tarryall Creek,

%0 muoch of township 10 south, ranges 72 and 73, as lies north of
Tarryall Creek.

So much of township 11 south, ranges 71 and 72 west, as lies north
of Tarryall Creek. -

Of these lands, all but those inclosed in red parentheses and the west
one-half of township 9 south, range 97 west, were afterwards included
in forest reserves.

On October 7, 1897, township 38 north, range 5 west, N. M. P. AL,
was withdrawn on suggestion of surveyor-general, pending considera-
tion of advisability of creating a forest reserve.

LANDS IN FLORIDA.

Townships 50 south, ran, 32 and-33 east, and township 52 south,
range 33 east: Suspended Jume 8, 1886 ; letter to register and receiver,
Gainesville. ps surveyed without due authority. FPayment to
surveyor refused.

LANDS 1N IDAHO.

Townships 6 and T south, range 39 east : Buspended August 30, 1883—
letter to register and receiver, Oxford—on account of defective surveys.

Township 7 south, e 39 east: Partly relieved April 12, 1888 ; let-
ter to surveyor-general, Idaho.

Townships 44 north, ranges 4 and § west: Suspended December 10,
1872 ; letter to surveyor-gemeral pending definite location of the Ceur
d'Alene Indian Reservation.

LANDS IN LOUISIANA.

Township 10 south, range 5 east, southeast district: Suspended No-
vember 28, 1881 ; letter to register and receiver, New Orleans. (See,
also, to register and receiver, July 19, 1882.)

Lands south of old Willlam Conway line of Houmas grant, and east of
Cl‘?lt‘mednlg!n:agt J?]hg lc[)gﬂlonrgfghe f(rla:te.s and townships 1 and 2 th,
owWn an n y -] naor:
range 11 west : Suspended May 5, 1883 :t‘letter to register and receiver,

Natchitoches, pending correction of survey.
Resurveys returned and accepted. New plats ordered to be filed in

local land office. :
LANDS IN MINNESOTA.

Townsh‘l%lis north, ranges 82 and 33 west, fifth principal meridian ;
Suspended rch 4, 1875 ; letter to surveyor-general, Townships partly
within Red Lake Indian Heservation.
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Relieved January 11, 1876, as to lands outside the reservation; letter
to surveyor-general.
Townships 60 north, rnn{ea 21 and 22 west, fourth principal meridian ;
Suspended September 18, 1882; telegram to surveyor-general. Under
eneral order SBeptember 18, 1882, to withisld all townships plats from
ocal offices at Duluth and St. Cloud until farther orders.
Buspension revoked October 12, 1882 ; letter to surveyor-general.
Township 61 north, range 14 west, fourth principal meridian: Sus-
gended September 24, 18 letter to surveyor-general. Examination
special agent showed that deputy reported as swamp lands that were
high and dry, and vice versa. Deputy returned to field and corrected
gﬁlgélana. Cancellation of old plat ordered and amended plat au-
orized.
Sections 1 and 2, “’mh‘tﬂ 151 north, range 26 west, and sections
85 and 36, township 152 north, range 26 west: Withdrawn January 27,
1902, pending adjustment of certain Sioux half-breed serip.

LANDS IN MONTANA.

Townships 21 and 19 north, range 59 east, and township 19 north,
range 58 east: Suspended July 15, 1885 ; letter to register and receiver,
Miles City. Upon examination in the fleld it was found that township
19 north, range 58 east, was only partly surveyed and no signs of sur-
vey in the other townships.

'owrship 23 north, range 59 east: Snx%eended October 21, 1885; let-
ter to register and receiver, Miles City. ported by examiner of sur-
ve% to be on 1¥ partially survey

at part of township 23 north, range 59 west, west of Yellowstone,
relleved from é?tgypen.s[on November 21, 1887 ; letter to register and re-

celver, Miles %

West tlers of sections In townships 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 south, range

22 east : Suspended April 19, 1901 ; letter to register and receiver, Boze-

ann. 1!'lml to surveyor-general, pending Investigation of the survey
ereof.

The fleld examination shows overlapping of the surveys.

By telegram of October 18, 1900, to the register and I:?Ceiver at
Helena, Mont., the fullowingdescrlbed lands were withdrawn “ from set-
tlement, sale, or other disposition, for proposed Elkhorn Forest Re-
serye ; "' withdrawal made on recommendation of Special Land Inspector
é. ]}V. Zevely and on recommendation of Forest Superintendent J. B.

ollins,

The question of the advisability of establishing the reserve is still
under consideration; withdrawal still in force:

Townships 6, 7, and 8 north, range 1 east, west of the Missourl River.

Townships 6, 7, and 8 north, range 1 west.

Townships 6, 7, and 8, and south half 9 north, range 2 west.

Townships 6 and 7, and sections 1, 2, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 22, 23,
24, 25, 26, . 28, 33, 84, 85, 36, and east half 32, township 8, and sec-
tions 24, §5. 36, and east half 85, township 9 north, range 3 west.

LANDS IN NEBRASKA.

Township 8 north, range 30 west : Buspended January 4, 1901—letter
to registerpand rece[ver. %ﬂc(:ook—pendlnpgm resurvey authorized by Con-

There are 2,228.09 acres in the Great Sioux.Reservation In Nebraska,
originally selected and certified to the Btate of Nebraska, which selec-
tion was void, but the lands are withheld from adverse aé)proprlution
under departmental decislon of May 5, 1899 (28 L. D., 358), to afford
the State opportunity to procure legisiative relief,

LANDS IN NEVADA.

Parts of townships 18, 17, and 18 north, range 18 east, parts town-
nhl‘Pa 31 and 32 north, range 17 east, and parts townships 34, 38, 39,
and 43 north, range 17 east: Suspended February 18, 1875; letter to
register and receiver, Carson City.

vy new survey of California, Nevada state boundary lands, formerly
in Nevada, were thrown into California, necessitating changes In the
plats of townships Intersected by the nmew line,
m-It'ms matter has been adjusted by preparation and filing of proper
8.
E Townships 38, 39, and 40 north, range 45 east, townships 39 and 40
north, ran%e 46 east, townships 30 and 40 north, range 47 east, and
townshhps 6, 37, 38, 39, and north, range 48 east, contract No, 174 :
Su‘.‘speﬁ ed February 6, 1886; letter to register and receiver, Eu-
reka, Nev.

Upon report of an inspector that the surveys were fraudulent and de-
fective, and that there were underhand proceedings on the part of the
surveyor-general and deputies In the matter of the filing of the plats In
local office whereby certain partles obtained advantages over others In
the disposal of the land.

Suspension revoked as to townships 88, 89, and 40 north, range 45
east, township 39 mnorth, range 46 east, townships 30 and 40 north,
range 47 east, and township 40 north, range 48 m{’f by letter to register
and receiver, Eureka, June 18, 1889,

Townships 38, 39, and 40 north, range 44 east, contract No. 174:
ghspended February 6, 1886; letter to register and receiver, Carson
n report of an inspector that the surveys were frandulent an
fectP\? , and that there were underhand proceedings on that puftdgf
the surveyor-general and deputies In the matter of the filing of the
plats in local office whereby certain parties obtained advantages over

others in the disposal of the land.

Buspension revoked June, 1889 ; letter to register and receiver, Car-

son City.
Townships 36 and 37 north, rnnse"ra_ 45 east; townships 87 and 38
S

ltigrth.hirnn eé 416_57 elsgt :mtownght rthand 38 ggrth, range 47 east;
wns an no ran, east ; Wns
34 nort mﬁsa ‘60 east. Also same dnte. gwnsh{ S L

36 north, ran,
38 east, by letter to register and recelver, Carson City. Contract No.
174 : Suspended August 16, 1886, letter to register and receiver,
Eureka. ris of townships surveyed by McClellan and Bridges under
their contract No. 174,

The sumyor-geneml was notified of the acceptance of these surveys
(March 31, 1885), but subseguent!y payment was withheld ding an
examination in the field, and the er and receiver at ggrneka and
Cstt_-lson City were directed to suspend disposals pending such exami-
nation.

Two experlenced United States deputy surveyors were employed to
make the necessary examinations. Based upgn their repgrlg, the
surveys were rejected May 3, 1888, as defective and fraudulent,

The examination included townships 38 and 39 north, range 40 east,
which had been previously pald for and which were suspended by the
order of Febm?]? 6, 1885, noted on e 29 of this memorandum,

In March, 1806, Deputies E. C. McClellan and Bridges filed an affi-
davit stating that the deputies (MeClellan and Bridges) had never

received the notificatlion requested by the commissioner's letter of
May 3, 1888, Thereupon the commissioner authorized an office ex-
amination of the returns, the result of which was the acceptance of
the surveys rejected May 3, 1888, and the authorization of the filing
of the township plats in the proper local land office.

The virtual effect of this acceptance of surveys, theretofore rejected
as fraudulent, was the revocation of the suspension ordered in the
letters to the registers and recelvers dated August 16, 1886. The reg-
ister and receiver at Carson City, Nev., was advised accordingly by
letter dated April 19, 1899,

Township 88 no range 55 east: Suspended November 13, 1894—
letter to re?ster and receiver, Carson City—until filing a new plat.
Upon uest of surveyor-general.

ip 15 south, range T0 east: Suspended Febrnary 5, 1002;
letter to register and receiver, Carson City. Recommended by the sur-
veyor—Eeneral. Affidavits of five residents in vicinity; no cerners in
township for the location of claims. .

LANDS IN NEW MEXICO.

Township 14 north, range 8 east: Suspended January 7, 1873 ; letter
to surveyor-general, withdrawal of plat from local land office.
omsurvey illegally approved by the * chief clerk” of surveyor-general's

ce.

Personal examination by surveyor-general ordered. Land alleged to
be notoriously mineral, although returned as agricultural.

Commissioner’s instructions carried out, and on May 1, 1873, filing
of amended plat was ordered.

Townships 29 north, ranges 14, 15, and 16 west: Suspended June 27,
1881 ; telegram to register and receiver, Santa Fe.

Lands partly in Navajo Indian Reservation requiring additional sur-
vey (meander of Navajo River) to separate public lands from the
reservation,

Additional survey executed and correct plats made.

Townships 31 north, ranges 11 and 12 east; township 30 north,
range 13 east; and township 10 north, range 15 east: Suspended Janu-
ur& 15, 1882 ; letter to surveyor-general.

'ownships 81 north, ran 11 and 12 east, and township 30 north,
a . 13 ea%'t: For possible conflict with south boundary Sangre de
0 gran

Towneﬂip 10 morth, mng}ex 15 east: Possible conflict with Lorenzo
Marquez egmnt for the Ban Miguel del Bodo tract.

Revoked as to township 10 north, range 15 east, April 20, 1900;
letter to surveyor-general. Authority given to file township plat.

Townships 18 north, ranges 9 and 10 east: So much as may be ascer-
tained to be within certain private-land-claim limits.

Townships 30, 81, and 32 north, range 13 west: Suspended August
16, 1882—letter to surveyor-general—for the reason that one survey
gyg?n;gng:;il 1:::3 madfn as publie ll::nd.u under conu&act with the sur-

- another survey by surveyors under contract with
General Land Office for allotments to ‘they Ute Indians. Burveyor-
gnera! directed to Instruct local land office to suspend disgposals until

rther orders.
sa!!;;l:pg_l;slnn revoked August 12, 1896 ; letter to register and receiver,

Surveyor-general advizsed December 10, 1897, that a field examination
would be made in township 32 north, range 13 west, in view of ap-
parent discrepancies In areas.

New plat township 32 north, mnge 13 west, sent to reglster and re-
celver, nta Fe, April 26, 1900, and suspension renewed as to western
tier of sections. Not properly surveyed,

Townshipa 8 south, ranges 7 and 8 west : Buspended April 20, 1883—
letter to register and receiver, Mesilla—on account of obliteration of
certain corners, and pending acceptance of resurvey. Record of further
action not found.

Townships 13 north, ranges 2 and 3 east, and township 14 north,
range 2 east: Suspended March 11, 1886—letter to register and recelver,
Banta Fe—on account of reported incorrect surveys. Record of subse-
quent aectlon not found.

Township 13 north, nm,ge 1 east, and township 30 north, range 13
east : Suspended April 7, 1886, and May 11, 1888—letters to register
corrections necessary in the

aftd receiver, Santa Fe—on account o
plats,

Townshlp 30 north, range 13 east, relieved by letter to ister and
Nimtaiver. Banta Fe, May 28, 1886, to take effect upon filing l;:';gtrlplkmte

at,

e Record of subsequent action regarding township 13 north, range 1
east, not found,

Township 9 north, range 6 east: Suspended February 18, 1803 ; letter
to register and receiver, Santa Fe. Township reported to be within
the claimed limits of the Rancho Canon de Carme.

Township 24 south, ran, 2 east, part west of Hugh Stephenson
grant, and part of township 25 south, range 2 east: Suspended Sep-
tember 4, 1 ; telegram to register and receiver, Lascruces. Conflict
with claimed limits of S8anto Tomas de Thurbide Colony grant.

Township 17 north, range 11 east: SBuspended October 21, 1889—
letter to register and recelver, Santa Fe—on account of discrepancies
in survey.

Suspegxlon revoked Febrnary 25, 1805, so far as concerns lawful
entries made prior to President’'s proclamation making said township a

art orFtha Pecos River Forest Reserve, Letter to reglster and receiver,
anta Fe,

Townships 13, 14, 18, and 19, range 21 west, and west tier of sections

of townships 1, 20, and 21, range 21 west: Suspended by letters to
register an receiver, Las Cruces, July 21, 1888, August 17, 1888 ard
June 21, 1890. Surveys apparently extending across the boundary

between New Mexico and Arizona.

Townships 138, 14, 18, and 19 south, range 21 west: Suspension re-

voked January 9, 1892 letter to register and receiver, Las Cruces—
ropsr closings having been made on the Arizona and New Mexico
oundary.

Put%wnship 27 north, ranie 13 east : Suspended June 29, 1895, let-
ter to register and receiver, Santa Fe. Township partly covered by
approved survey of private claims.

ntire townshi xmsxended February 17, 1898, letter to register and
recelver, Banta Fe. pproximately whole township covered by two
private grants.

In the executlon of the surveys of the private claims the surveyors
made no connections with the township surveys for the reason that none
of the corners thereof could be found.

Townships 5 and 6 north, range 1 east, townships 5 and 6 norih,
rmt:ge 2 east, and townships 22, 23, and 24 north, range 6 east: Plats
withdrawn from files by letter to register and receiver, Santa Fe,
August 26, 1896, upon recommendation of surveyor-general.
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Township wholly or partially embraced Wwithin limits of proved sur-
veys of private-land eclaims.

Townships 23, 24, and 25 north, 7 east: * Small holdln§ i
claims plats suspended by letter to ster and receiver, Santa Ie,
November 18, 1807, and plats directed to be returned to surveyor-gen-
oﬁ. Certain claims within boundaries of a confirmed private-land
claim,

Townships T north, ranges 2 and 3 east: “Small holding ™ claims
glata suspended February 17, 1898—Iletter to register and receiver,

anth Fe—pending definite location of boundaries of private-land claim
covering about two-thirds of said township.

Township 18 north, range 4 east: Suspended May T, 1808—letter to
register and receiver, Santa Fe—upon report of United States deputy
mineral surveyors that they were unable find any official corners in
the township.

Suspension reiterated (exce%t mineral entries) April 26,
ter talreg!.ster and receiver, Santa Fe. Recommenda!
general,

1899, by let-
tion of surveyor-

LANDS IN NOETH DAKOTA.

Township 147 morth, ra B4 west: Part west of Missouri River
suspended June 28, 1533: etter to register and recelver, Bismarck.
Egte l:lru!ed lands apparently within Fort Stevenson Military Reser-
mﬁui&equeuﬂy surveyed and found to be partly within the said reser-
(v} .
LANDS IN ORBEGON.

Townships 5, 6, and 12 south, range 9 east, township 13 south, range
9 east, and townships  and 6 east, ran 10 east: Suspended October
9, 1885—Iletter to r and receiver, The Dalles—on account of sup-
posed interference with Warm Springs Indian tion.

Townships 12 and 13 south, range 9 east: Suspension revoked April
10, 1886—Iletter to ter and receiver at The Dalles—these townships
being found to be en Iy outside the reservation.

The following lands were withdrawn on petition of the mayor and
residents of DBaker City, Oreg., presented through Hon. M. A. Moody, in
connection with the creation of the proposed Elk Creek Forest Reserve:

July 29, 1901 : Sections 13 to 17, 20 to 28, 84 to 386, inclusive, town-

ship 9, range 88; and sections 19 to 21, 28 to 32, inclusive, township 9,

range 30,

October 8, 1001 : Sections 1 to 8, 10 to 15, 22 to 27, 34 to 386, inclu-
glve, township 8, range 37; sections 5 to 8, 1T to 20, 29 to 382, inclu-
give, township 8, range 88 ; sections 1 to 3, 10 to 15, 22 to 27, inclusive,
township 9, range 37; sections 2 to 11, inclusive, and 18, 19, and 30,
tawnshl}: 9, range 38.
ehz‘he cte:llowlng lands were withdrawn on account of alleged mineral

Ta 5

S R Cowiainty 1F 0 ﬁ“mﬁugemé'éat}‘wf&é&té*' i P i
an A P Bou meridian.

All of sections 7, 8, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 82, 33,
84, 35, township 15 south, 44 Willamette meridian,

All of sectlons 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 21,
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, and 85, township 16 south, range 44 east, Willa
mette me an.

All exeept section 16 in west one-half of township 16 south, range 45
east, Willamette meridian.

All except section 16 In west one-half of township 17 south, range 44
east, Willnmette merid

All exeept section 86 in east one-half of township 17 south, range 44
east, Willamette meridian. 14

All except section 16 in west one-half of township 17 south, range 45
east, Willamette meridian.

November 8, 1901, for one year: Sections 30, 81, 82, and 83, town-
ghip 17 south, range 43 east, Willamette meridian.

ons 3, 4, 5, north one-half of 6, and south one-half of 8, town-
shin 18 south, m%w east, Willamette meridian. g

November 13, 1901, for one year: Northwest quarter of northwest
quarter, south half northwest quarter, southwest quarter northeast
quarter, and south half of section 10, all of 25, township 19 south,
ra 43 east, Willamette meridian,

All of sections 19 and 20, south half 21, northwest quarter and south

half of 22, all of 27, 28, 20, 30, and 31, township 19 south, range 44
east, Willamette meridian.

LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA.

Parts of townships 104 north, r 67 and 70 west, fifth prin-
cipal meridian: Buspended May 8, 1882—letter to and re-
ceiver, Sionx Falls—pendi determination of Indian boundary (me-
andering of American Creek).

Townships 120, 121, and 122 north, r 46 west; townships 120,
121, and lg?a north, range 47 west; town: 121, 122, and 123 north,
range 48 west ; to 122,123, 124, and north, range 49 west, and
township 125 north, range 50 west, fifth principal meridian: Suspended
August 24, 1882—letter to registar and receiver, Watertown—pending
(old Sioux Reservas

resurvey on). Authorized by act of Aungust 7,
1882, Suspension to continue until receipt of approved plats of the
resurvey.

Township 2 south, range 16 eas and township 8 south, ranges 18
andols aagt, Big th;rn meridian : &uspended lh;[?p 16, 1900—Iletters to
registers and recelvers at Rapid City and Chamberlain—pending re-
port of the surveyor-general as to the condition o_lfﬁexisﬂns surveys as

3

may be revealed by resurveys under contract No.
LANDS IN UTAH.

Parts of townships 14 and 15 north, range 12 west : Suspended Febru-
ary 3, 1895—letter to register and receiver, Salt Lake City—pending in-
vestigation of irregularities in survey.

Lands in township 14 north, range 12 west, relieved from suspension
November 1, 1895—Iletter to register and receiver, Salt Lake City, and
by same letter other lands in said township suspended for probable
errors In the survey.

The tollowl'l&; llan%s wetreR withdrawn pending proposed creation of
th osed Tooele Forest Reserve.

Soetio 1 to 4, Inclusive, 9 to 16, inclusive, 22 to 27, inclusive, town-

Sections
ship 4 south ranie 4 west, and sections 4 to 9, inclusive, 16 to 21,
inclusive, and 28, 29, and 30, township 4 south, range 2 west.

The followin lands withdrawn Januoary 8, 1901, on account of their
alleged mineral character:

Townships 9 and 10 south, range 2 east, and township 10 south,
range 3 east,

LANDS IN WYOMING.

Townships 14 and 15 north, range 107 west, and township 14 nort
range 108 west: Suspended September 26, 1885—Ietter to ster an
recelver, Evanston—in consequence of allegation of fraud in the survey.

Contract for resurvey dated June 19, 1901. Patented land claims
and claims of actual settlers to be surveyed by metes and bounds, thus
protec all claims initiated under the original survey.

The following lands were withdrawn September 27, 1901, on sfcconnt
of their allegecf mineral character :

Townships 31 north, range 81 west; township 32 north, ranges 81,
82, 83, and 86 west; township 83 north, ran 81, 82, 83, 85, 87, 88,
89, 90 west; township 34 north, ranges 87, 88, 89, and 90 west; town-
ship 38 north, ranges 77, 78, 79, and 80 west: township 39 north,
ranges 77, 78, 79, and 80 west; township 40 north, ranges 77, T8, 79,
80, and 81 west; township 41 north, ranges 77, T8, 79, 80, 81, and 852
west, and township 42 north, ranges 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, and 82 west.

LANDS IN WASHINGTON.

Part of 87 north, range 25 east: Buspended April 15,
1898—Iletter to reglster and receiver, Waterville—pending segregation
of Indian allotments.

Case still pending. :

Mr. NELSON. This report contains a large number of cases
in all the public-land States of withdrawals of various kinds, to
which I invite your attention.

I have here also, which I ask to have incorporated in my re-
marks, a part of the report of the Commissioner of the General
‘Land Office for 1906, from page 84 to page 94, inclusive, giving
a large list of withdrawals, mainly for military posts or inci-
dental thereto of various kinds.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Names and locations of existing military reservations in the

land States and Territories which appear of record in the
Land Office.

townshi

ublic-
eneral

Name and loeation of reservation, with date of President’s order

or other authority. Area.

ALASEA.
Fort Wrangell:
President’s order, June 21, 1800.

In the town of Fort Wrangell, a tract of land upon which
are the buildings now oecupied by the civil government,
deseribed as follows: Beginning on the south side of Main
street, at the northwest earner of the warehouse occupied
by Bylvester & Reid: thence in & northwesterly direction by
land oecupied by Rufus Sylvester, 210 feet to a post in
picket fence; thepes in a northeasterly direction along said
picket fence, old stockade bl and lands oecupled
by Rufus Bylvester, 214 feet to a post; thence in a north-
westerly direction at a right nnfie with aforesaid line

by lands of the United Btates, 240 feet to a post; thence in
a southwesterly direction and parallel with the northwest

| wall of the old fort and 40 feet distant from said wall

' by lands of the United Btates, 55 feet to low tide-water
mark; thence along low tide-water mark in a southeast-
erly direction by the sea 450 feet to the south side of
Main st‘ruettn:- thence along south side of Main street to place
of begi E.

Bitka:
t's order, June 21, 1890,

The plat of ground marked No. 20 on the map, but more
particularty described as follows: Commencing at the
northern corner of that plat of ground which we here-
after ask shall be reserved as a public common and now
known as the * parade ground,” near the Presbyterian
Church, and rurming N. 33° E. 64.68 feet; thence W. 35° N.
59.73 feet: thence N, 390° E. B7.79 feet to a road 26.40 feet
wide, crossing this and continuing the line (N. 39° E.) 59.40
fect; thence E. 89° 8, 104.28 feet; thence 8. 104.28 feet;
thence 5. 30° 'W. 46.20 feet to a road 26.40 fect wide; thenee
on south side of said road E. 30° B. 86.45 feet; thence 8,
99° W. 111.54 feet; thence W. 4" N. 150.40 feet to point of
starting, for marine or military barracks and garden._______

Ten acres of land, ineluding that now designated on the plat
of land as surveyed and claimed by Rev. Sheldon Jackson
for the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions, ag the same
appears of record in the offiee of the recorder ex officio
{or this distriet and marked * Military ecemetery,” and more
particularly deseribed as follows: Beginning at eorner mark
No. 8 on sald plat, running northwesterly 660 feet; thence
at right angles southwesterly 660 feet: thence southeast-
erly 660 feet; thence northeasterly 660 feet, for a military
and naval cemetery, subject to any rights which said Board
of Home Missi may have

Two hundred and fifty feet of land on each side of the
gtream of water running into Jamestown Bay, on the south
gide thereof, on Baranofl Island, now used for watering
purposes by the U. 8. Navy and mereantile vessels, for a
whart and such other purposes as may be necessary for use
of the U. 8. Navy and mercantile marine; also all of that
island situated directly opposite the town of Sitka, known
as Japonsky Island, for naval and military purposes________

Fort Bt. Michael:

President’s order, June 8, 1906, transfers lands heretofore re-
served for use of Fort Bt. Michael except the post reserve;
the quartermaster’s depot and shipyard: wireless tole-
graph station; and target range, all deseribed by metes
And bounds. - e e

1n the vicinity of Dyea:

President's order, Dec. 31, 1808,

1. Beginning at a point about 200 yards north of the dock of
the Dyea Klondike Transportation Co.; thenee northerly
along the shore of Lynn Canal 2 miles: thence west 1
mile: thenes south 2 miles; thence east 1 mile to point of

84,00

)

*

*

T i e R s T L S
2. Baginning at point on shore of Lynn Canal just north

of where rond from Haines Mission turps westerly to-
ward Chilkat; thence southerly along coast line of Lynn
Canal 2 miles: thence west 1 mile: thenee northerly 2
miles; thence east 1 mile to point of beginning. ______.._ ..

e Approximately. & Not known.

o%,280.00
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Names and locations of eristing military reservations, etc.—Continued.

Name and loeation of reservation, with date of President’s order

or other authority. Area.

ALASKA—continued.

In the vieinity of Dyea—Continned.
President’s order, Nov. 21, 1802
1. Beginning at northwest corner of said military reservation
(corper 4 of existing reservation); thenee south 2,007 feet
to corner 2 on the east shore of Chilkat Inlet; thence
meandering along the sall shore of the Chilkat Inlet
S. 41° 3¢ E. 18845 feet to corner 3; thence across the
peninsula to the west shore of Lynn Canal, east 7.500
feot, more or less, to corner 4; thenece meandering along
the ghore of Lynn Oanal N, 41° 060 W. 11943 feet, more
or les3, to corner 5 (corner 2 of existing reservation);
thence along the south boundary of said reservation
west 5,280 feet to corner 6 (corner 3 of existing reserva-
tion): thence along the west boundary of said reserva-
tlon N. 47° 08 W. 10,560 feet to point of beginning...... —

2. All the land within the following limits, to secure a clay

deposit for making ronds on the reservation: Beginning

at a post sftuated about 4,640 feet west of the approach

to the present whar! at Huines, Alaska; thenee east 500

feet to eorner 2; thence north 500 feet to corner 3; thenee

west 500 feet to corner 4: thence south 500 feet to ecorner

1, the point of beglnning. .. o ieaeee. S i e
President's order, Nov. 27, 1904, reserves certain land. deseribed
by metes and bounds, on the west shore of Chilkat Inlet,
for a water supply for Fort William H.' Seward. .- -

Fort Gibbon, at Junetion of the Tanana and Yukon rivers:
President’s order, July 10, 1890, Modified by President's order,

July 19, 1905 by adding a strip of land along eastern
boundary approximately 100 yards wide together with
;Bulrliﬂ Island in Yukon River otner deseribed
ands.

Beginning at a post marked *“ U. 8. M. R.," situated on the
north or right bank of the Yukon River, opposite the mouth
of the Tanana River: thence ranning due north from said
post 10 miles: thence due west 10 miles; thenee due -
gouth to a point at low-water mark on the north bank of
the Yukon River; thence easterly along the north bank of
sald Yokon River at low-water mark to a point due south of
said beginning post; thence north to the place of ng--

Fort Egbert: a
President’s order, Jan. 25, 1904,

Qommencing at a post at the mouth of Missfon Creek, marked
“U. 8. M. R.; " thence due west 2 miles; thence due south
2 miles; thence due cast 3 miles; thenee due north to the left
bank of the Yukon River; thence along the left bank of said
river to the place of beginning

President’s order, Jan. 23, 1900,

On recommendation contained in letter from the Becretary
of War. so much of the peninsula embracing Point Spencer
as lies north of the southern boundary as hereinafter de-
scribed was reserved for publie purposes, viz:

Commenecing at the extreme north end of the peninsula em-
bracing Point Spencer.shown by the General Land Office map
of Alaska, 1878, as being in approximate latitude 65" 17" N,
longitude 165° 45’ W. from Greenwich; thence to a point due
south from Point Spencer, 2 miles to a point east or west
from the west shore of Port Clarence Bay; thence to a
point due east or west, as the ease may be, to a point at
low-water mark on the west shore of Port Clarence Bay:
thenee due west, crossing said peninsula from the point at
low-water mark on the west shore of Port Olarence Bay,
to a point at low-water mark on Bering Sea, the last-
named course to constitute the southern boundary of the
traet. PR )

President’s order, Mar, 3, 1906, modifies boundaries of Fort Eg-
bert as declared by previous orders. b
Fort Liscum:
President’s order, Dec. 31, 1903,

Beginning at an fron post 2 inches in diameter, 5 feet long,
driven 3 feet in the ground, marked “ U. 8. M. R. Post
No. 1,” which is near the eanter of a neck of land 24 feet
wide, which eonnects Swanport Peninsula with the main-
land, and which I8 N. 67° 59 W., 2650 chains distant from
large rock about 12 by 12 by 14 feet above ground, stand-
ing in front of Fort Liseum, sald iron post being situated
at the initial point or northwest corner of the reservation
as declared by exeeutive order %Ju‘lr 18, 1000; thenee
S. 80° 3 E. to the shore, and lowing the shore line
of Valdez Bay at low water in an easterly direction to
a point on the shore N. 9° 30’ E. from an iron post 2 inches
in diameter, 5 feet long, marked * U, 8. M. B Post No, 2,”
placed 3 feet in the ground. on a blufl 30 feet above sea
level; sald post bearing 8. 80° 20’ E., 2 miles distant from
E_)sz No. 1, the place of beginning, and west 6.50 chains

om the mouth of Solomons Guich Creek, sald point

being also the northeast eorner of the original reservation
as declared by sald exceutive order of July 18, 1600; thenee

B.9° 30 W, h said post and slong the eastern boun-

dary of the original reservation, 43.05 chains from the said

No. 8, which is an iron post 2
inches in diameter, 5 feet Jong, 3 feet in the ground, marked

“1, B. M. R. Post No. 3; " thence N. 53° 200 W., 16033

chains to eorner No. 4, which is an fron post 2 inches in

diameter, & feet long, 8 feet in the ground, marked “ U. 8.

M. R. Post No. 4" said corner being situated on the west-

ern line of the

ecutive order of July 18 1800; thence N. §° 80 E. along

;Ihe orl%!nnl reservation 60.97 chains to corner No. 1, the
ace of beginni o

sApproximately.

()

)

& 64,000.00

£%)

5
)

659.89

® Courses and distances do not close within 15 chains,
¢ Not known.

Names and locations of eristing military reservations, ete.—Continued.

Name and location of reservation, with date of President’s order

or other authority. .

ALAS KA—continued. 4
cres.
A tract of land for military purposes, particularly as a site for a
signal station and base of supply for Fart Liscum-Fort Eg-
bert military telegraph line, viz: ANl that traet of land sito-
ate near the easterly shore of Valdez Bay, District of
Alaska, bounded as follows: ¥
President’s order, Mar. 10, 1903. Modified by President's order,
June 30, 1904 by reserving certain land near the easterly
shore of Valdez Bay for use of War Departmment and De-
partment cf Justice.

Beginning at a point on the northern houndary line of the
present town of Valdez, situated, with respeet to surround-
ing objeets, s deseribed in a survey of said tract made by
George E. Baldwin, U. 8. deputy surveyor, in January,
1903; thence N. 61° 277 E., along the present northern bound-
ary of the town of Valdez, 261 feet, to corner No. 2;
thence N, 28° 23 W., 9 feet, to corner No. 8; thence 8.
61° 27" W., 261 feet, to corner No. 4; thence 8. 25° 33’ E.,
92 feet, to corner No. 1, the place of beginning._

A tract of land on Skagway River near Skagway, known as
Survey No. 177, as surveyed by Alfred Williams, United
States deputy surveyor, and shown upon a blueprint dia-
gram accompanying the order, viz: =

President’s order, May 21. 1903,
at Station Kean, of the Coast and Geodetie Sur-

W.: thence N, 52° 05' E., 11162 chalns, to corner No.
1, the place of beginning; thence N. 47 12° W., 80 chains, to
corner No. 2; thence N. 42° 48" E,, 80 chains, to eorner No.
3: thence 8. 47° 11’ E., 48.70 chains, to corner No. 4; thence
5. 30° 03" W., 32.81 chains, to corner Xo. 5; thence 8, 46° 27"
E., 0.87 chain, to corner No. 6; thence 8. 43° 22 W., 36.03
chains, to eorner No. T: thenee 8. 47 12° E., 24.30 chains, to
corner No. 8; thence 8. ¢4° 200 W., 11.96 chains, to corner
No. 1, the place of beginning. Variation at all corners, 32°
30 E. The bearings are true..... Y|

At Seward:

President’s order, July 3, 1903,

Commencing 100 feet east of stone monument No. 2, sonth of
Adams street, Seward, Alaska, and extending north about
2,700 feet to a point 100 feet east of stone monument No, 1
of the northeast corner of the Seward town site; thence
enst to the water line; thence southerly along the water line
to a point directly east of stone monument No. 2; thence
to the point of commencement. .. ........ocooooonan A et o

President's . Dee. 7, 1906, reserves ecertain land at Key-
stone, described by metes and bounds, and situate in ap-
proximate latitude 61° 10/ N., longitude 145° 40’ W__._.._....

President's order. Feb. 24, 1906, reserves all the public lands at
Unalaklik within eertain deseribed limits for use of the
Signul Corps, U. B. Army._.........

Total in Alaska, as far as known or estimated . __________

&

® 46612

(&
)

b§.26
67,712.01

ALABAMA.

At entrance to Mobile Bay, the small islands between the north
point of Dauphin Island and Cedar Point, Grant, Heron,
Tower, and other islands, and so mueh of Cedar Point as
les in fractional sees. 25 and 26, T. 8§ S., R. 2 W.:

President’s order, Feb, 9, 1842,
Fort Gaines, on eastern end of Dauphin Island
Lands conveyed to the United States by decree of chancery
in January, 1838,
Fort Morgan, in T.9 8, R.1 E
Secretary of War, Sept. 10, 1842,

ALABAMA AXD MISSISSIPPL
All of Bhip Tsland, Hurrieane and Dog islands (Dog and Hurri-
cane {slands estimated at 100 acres)_____________ e i
President’s order, Aug. 30, 1847,
Total in Alabama and Mississippl, as far as known...____
ARTZONA TERRITORY,

Camp Apache, within the limits of the White Mountain Indian
R

296.50
)

)

1,852.40

1,949.90

eservation . oo
President’s order, Feb. 1, 1877.
Camp Grant (new), in Tps. B, h. and 10 S, Rs. 28 and M4 E.._..___ |-

President’s order, Apr. 17, 187,
Fort Huachuea, in southern Arizona, adjacent to Babacomari
private land elaims....oon oo e S
President's orders, Oct, 29, 1881, and May 14, 1853,
Fort Whipple, in T. 14 N., R2 W.___..______ R 10 oot
President's orders. Aug. 81, 1869, and Oct. 19, 1875; act of Con-
gress approved June 22, 1874 (18 Stat. L., 201).

Total in Arizona, so far as known

742114
42,341.00

49,920.00
1,730.00

101,412.14

ARKANSAR.

Fort Smlt:‘!.NlﬂMﬂ 14.81

orders, May 22, 1871, and Dee. 3, 1876,
Feb. 26, 1897, 29 Stat. L., 596.)

Total in Arkansas
@ Not known.

14.81

*Approximately,
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Name and location of reservation, with date of President’s order Ares. Name and location of reservation, with date of President’s order Aren.
or other authority. « or other authority. "
CALIFORNIA. FLORIDA—continued,
Aeres. Acres.
Angel Tsland, in San Francisco Bay. (O] At 8t. Andrew Sound.......... (*)
President’s orders, Nov. 6, 1850, and Apr. 10, 1880, Becretary of War, Mar, 23, 1849,
Aleatraz Island, in S8an Francisco Bay. - (O] “The tongue or neck of land ealled Orooked Island, east of
President’s order, Nov. 6, 1850. the several entrances along the coast.”
Drum Barracks, at Wilmington 55.00 | At St. Andrews Bay: Lots 1 and 2, sec. 4; lots 1, 2, 8, and 4, :
Deeded to the United States by private parties, 5; lots 1 and 2, sec. 6, and fractional sees. 8 and 9, T.6 B8,
Benicia Barracks and Arsenal, in Tps. 2 and 8 N., Rs. 2 and 8 W 344,90 R. 14 W., including Hurrieane Island, as shown upon ‘Coast
President’s order, Oct. 10, 1862, Deed by private parties in 1849. Survey Chart No. 184; also lots 2 and 3, seec. 15; lots 1, 2, 8,
Deadmans Island, being Iot 1, sec. 19, T. 6 8., R. 13 W., San 4, 5, sec. 22; lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, sec. 23; lot 2, sec. 25; lots 1, 2,
Bernardino meridian 2.00 and 8, sec. 26; and fractional secs. 27 and 85, T. 4 8., R. 15 W-| ®1,483.84
President’s order, Mar. 15, 15872, President’s ordnr, May 8, 1807,
Camp Gaston, in T. 8 N., R. 5 E., of Humboldt meridian, within At St. Augustine:
Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation 451.50 Becretary of War, Oect. 12, 1838, and Mar. 23, 1849,
President’s order, Apr. 2, 1869. Site of Fort Marion and adjacent lands E-)
Fort Hill or Monterey, at Monterey ) Spanish governorn house..._...... a
President’s order, Nov. 23, 18606, Treasury loi 3 (-5
Island called Red Rock, Golden Rock, or Molate, in see. 17, T. 1 N., St. Franeis barracks and grounds i (s
R. 5 W., Mount Diablo merfdian. ..o oeeeceeccacmesmnmecae 7.52 Military hospital 108..oceeoeoen.. (2)

Secretary of Interior, Mar, 2, 1858; President’s order, Oct. 21, TWPOWEE]?:” :I,i::: _______________________ (%)

1882, 0 8m nds in the Matanzna River, 8t. Augustine Harbor. °2.00
Presidio Military Reserve, Fort Point, on Ban Francisco Bay_____ 1,479.94 President’s order, May 81, : i

President’ an orde;nlslgeo}'m&.siﬁﬁg. It:ndeee-) 81, 1851; act of Con- At Stb Jose?hs?a}' a3 mhole neck or peninsula formin, ti,.li}e

gress, May 9, a ay o . Josep m its northern extremity, or Point
I‘oint. San Jose (originally included within the Presidio Reserve St. Joseph, to its conneetion with the mainland at the
e e 5789 eastern shore of the bay, including Cape San Blas,” in
President s orders, Nov. 6, 1850, and Dee. 81, 1851; act of Con- T.98,R. 11 W, and Ts. 7,8, and 98., B. 12 Weorrerreuaunn 8,851.21
gress, July 1, 1870 (18 Stat. L., 188). ry of War, Mar. 23, 1840,
Point Loma (Ban Diego), at San Diego HATDOT- e emeeememmmmeeme (®) Santa Rosa Sound: * So muech of the point opposite to and
President’s order, Feb. 26, 1852, east of tbe east end of Banta Rosa Island as lies in
“ 7o inelude that portion of the peninsula lying on west side TR R R e e 15T 5,958.20
o! entrance to the harbor which shall be included between President’s order, Feb. 9, 1842,
southernmost point of the (Punta de Iaoma) Santa Rosa Island: All that portion of Santa Rosa Island
and a line drawn across said peninsula from the harbor to which was formerly a naval reserve and relinquished to
the ocean at a distance of 14 miles above Punta de Guisanas. the Department of the Interior Feb. 25, 1880, the same at-
Ban Pedro Bay, inT.5 8., Re. 18 and 14 W,, B. B. Moo oo © 40.00 tached to and made a part of Fort Pickens Military Reser-
President’s order, Sept. 14, 1858, vation, and embracing the entire area of Santa Rosa
This tract of land was originally a public reservation by ces- T R e R R e R T e RN TR ()
glon from Mexleo under treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, eon- President’s order, July 2, 1888,
eluded Feb. 2, 1848, Key West, or Thompson Island. ... ..cocccecccmacacecoccccnancassacs O]
Sausalito Bay Point-......... ) Land said to have been deeded to the United States. Key
President’s order, Nov. 6, 1850. covered by private land eclaim, confirmed by Congress in
From southern boundary of Sausalito Bay, a line parallel to 1828. (See act of July 22, 1876, 19 Stat. L., 96.)
to the channel of entrance to the Pacific. Key West Shoals, SW. point of Key West (%)
Three Brothers, Three Sisters, and Marine iclands, in entrance to President’s order, Sept. 17, 1845,
the Han Pablo BRY: o - mmmammesomeesecia e () Haulover Canal, 1,000 feot each side from the center, in sec. 29,
President’s order, Oct. 25, 1867, T. % 8., ol eeES e e e s e e e ()
Yerba Buena Island (Camp Reynolds), in San Franciseo Bay—-.. (O] President’s order, Aug. 26, 1880,
President’s orders, Nov. 6, 1850, and Oct, 12, 1866, All lal,lnddsxnwnedm by Government on Key West, Virginia Key,
—_— a8 ey Biseayne.
Total in California, as far as known or estimated...._ 2,438.75 President’s order, Feb. 11, 1807,
FLORIDA. Lot 2, sec, 4; lots 1 -ndz.w:.l?.'r SB.,B 29 W., and fractional
goc, 1, T. 83 B, R 0O W., Florlds...c.caiiiiaaiiocinoaaiic 270.39
North end of Amelia Tsland (Fort Clinch), fractional see. B, T. Prwident 8 order, Au.z 21, 1897,
3 N., R. 20 E.; fractional gec. 11 and lots 1 and 2 of sec. e L
14, T.5 N, R. 8 410.44 Total in Florida, as far as known or estimated....__...._. 18,058.17
Prastdent’s order, Feb. 9, 1842. Lot 2 of sec. 14 patented to | e
1. Yulee Sept. 5, 1853, IDAHO,
Fort eEu. near Pe.n.nncols. mT.8B. BR800 Weeeo (®)
President’s order, Feb. Fort Boise, in Boise Valley, one-half mile from Bolse Cit¥........ 638.00
“All the public land withln 1 mile of ﬂm fort on Fosters Bank.” President’s order, Apr. 9, 1873,
North Key, in Tps. 15 and 16 S, R. 12 E 159.48 | Fort Hall within the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in T. 8 N.,
Snake Key, inT. 18 8, R. 13 E 62.17 88 E % 646.50
Mullet Key, in T..33 8., R. 16 E 842.29 Pmuidmt’s order, Oct. 12, 1870,

President’s order, Mar. 2, 1840; order of Secretary of War, Mar, s S
23, . 1849. Oris'lnau reserved ns a part of Cedar Keys, Total in Idaho. #T1. 1,284.50
although Mullet Key is not one of the Cedar Keys. but is _——
at the entranee of Tampa Bay.

At Charlotte Harbor. 2,143.38 ILLINOIS.
Secretary of War, Mar. 23, 1849; President's order, Nov. 17, 1882,
“ Thi south end of Gasparilla Island for a distance of £ miles Fort Armstrong (Rock Island), in fractional T. 18 N., Rs. 1 and
from {ts southern extremity, in T. 43 S., R. 20 E., and the 2 W., fourth principal meridian € 750.00
north end of Boea Grands or Cayo Costa Island for a Request ‘of Secretary of War, Mar. 2, 1825, and Sept. 11, 1835,
tongth of 2 miles from its northern extremity,” in T. 48 8., By act of Congress approved June 27, 1886 (14 Stat. L., 75),
R. 20 and T. 44 8., Rs. 20 and 21 E. certain small islands were added to the reserve and rigbt of
Dry Turl:uqas "(including Fort Jeflerson) Q)] way was granted to the Rock Island R. R. Co. Aet of Apr.
President’s order, Sept. 17, 1845. 2 1su (6 Stat. L., ms\. allowed George Davenport to enter
Egmont Island, at entrance to Tampa Bay, in T. 38 8, R. 15 E___ 877.77 the SE. 1 sec. 25, T. 18 N., R. 2 W.
Flag Island, in 8t. George Sound (=) Maple h:lsnd (within limits of two surveyed islands), in secs. 19
Secretary of War, Mar. 23, 1849; President’s order, Nov. 17, 1882 and 30, T. 5 N., R. 9 W., third principal meridlan, in the
Matanzas Inlet or fort, Ineec. 14, T. 0 8., B. 0 B _____ () llissisajppl River, reierved in connection with the rectifica-
Becretary of War, Mar. 23, 1819 tion and improvement of the channel of the river.._____ _._ (=)
Fort Barraneas, in fractional secs, 2,8 4, and 5 T.8 8, R 30 President’s order, June 18, 1895,
W., and fractional sees. 1, 3, 16, 27, and nnmeyed lands
south of fractional secs. 16 and 27 north and east of elaim Total in INlinois, as far as kown or estimated. . __________ € 750,00
of Joaquin Barflla in T. 8 8., B 81 W omooommeeccmaaanaee 2,500.00 e

Included in limits of naval reservation per act of Congress a
proved Apr. 22, 1826, and declared by President's ordu KANBSAS,
dated Jan. 10, 1838, President’s order, May 11, 1844, trans-
ferred 1,667 acres to military authorities, and by President’s Fort Leaveuwortb on west bank of Missouri River, in T. 8 8.,
orders, dated May 21, 1888, and Oct. 2, 1801, boundaries were R R e e B R e e R e e e ) © 2 750.00
enlarged by transferring sufficient land to form present area. President’s order, Oet. 10, 1854. Diminished by direction of See-

Anastasia I8laNd- oo e (=) retary of the Interior in 1851. See also act of July 27, 1838

President’s order, May 4, 1593, reserves SE. } sec. 21, all frac- (15 Stat. L., 238); joint resolution Feb. 9, 1871 (16 Stat. L.,

tional sec. 22, NE. 3 NE. } sec. 28, and all sec. 27, In T. 7 B., 504); actoIJulym. 1838 (15 Stat. L., 392).
R. 80 E., Florida; all the lands formed by the sea since Fort Riley, in Ts. 11 and 12 8., Rs, 5 and 6 E ©19,800,22
SUrvey, lﬁﬁ lying east of said lands and between the north President’s order, May 5, 1835. Bu'.lumd in area under joint
boundary line prolonged of said 8E. 3 of sec. 21 and the resolution of July N. 13% (14 Stata L., 367). and order of
south boundary line pmlonzed. of said sec. 27, President thereunder of July 19, 1867. Further reduced under
Fort Pickens all of Bants Rosa Island. ..o e O] act of Hnr 2, 1867 (14 Stnt. L., 578).

Land deeded to the United States May 28, 1828; President's e

order, July 2, 1888, o TR TR T Y e e e e T o e S e 22,640,232
e b Ins ¢Approximatel AT
OEKROW R 4 U“mg:;dun;mdmt nown?p 4 & Not known. ¢ Estimated. cApproximately. ¢ Unsurveyed,
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Names and locations of existing military reservations, ﬁo.~Continuad.'

Names and locations of eristing military reservations, ete.—Continned.

Name and location of reservation, with date of President's order

Name and loeation of reservation, with date of President’s order

Total in Missouri, as far as known or estimated _________

ﬂ?’
5

® Not known. PApproximately,

Pruidentl ord!sr. Feb, 26, 1852, A donnt.iun claim covers some

400 acres the reservation.
eApproximately.

or other authority. Ares. or other authority. Area.
TOUISIANA. 2 MONTANA.
Battery Blenvenue, in T. 12 8., R. 13 E., east of ﬂm‘ * The b Camp Baker, n T. 11 N., R. 4 E s.m'.oo
public lands, 1,200 yards ench way from the fort”--...-.... (&) esident’s order, May 18, 1871.
President's order, Feb. 9, 1842, Keogh, at mouth of Tongue River e 57,619.00
Fort Livingston, on west end of Grand Terre Island ... ..cccocee- 126.16 President’s order, Mar. 14, 1878. General Orders, No. 6. Head-
Purchased by United States In January, 1834, arters of Dakota, l‘eb 18. 1880, describes the
Fort Jackson, sec. 50, T. 20 8., R. 80 E., southeast district, E—ry mm east bank of
pm‘fa'iﬁv‘;‘o’e‘?:f’ii&?* o Yots. b s ﬁmw:mmtﬁ%“m‘m&mmuﬁa‘f ey ki
e
Fort Pike, consisting of * the publie lands within 1,200 yards of and other Indi 2168,640.00
s b OGRSl b N R i L s T M ®) President’s nrdua. Mar, 4, 1880; June 16, 1881.
President’s order, Feb. 9, 1842, All the land has been patented Fort Missoul
to the State as swamp, except see. 19 of T, 10 8., R. 15 E., Original m Sec. 51, T 2t . 0 WG TR T T ] 640.00
southeast district, east of river nnd south of Great Rigolet. ) oniar 1877.
Area o rmrvstnsec.mnot tional NE. sndﬂl: sec. 25, T. 18 N., R. 20
!'ortStPhﬂfp.mll, ]98..3.17]!..auntbmstdiltﬂﬂ. W..ﬂ:ns Bwb S iaiSE.i NE. § of
east of river 53612 8W. %, and i. sae. A T, 18 N, e Vom {1 [ - pRASAEGER 560.23
President's order, Feb. 9, 1842, ent's n.rﬂar. Aux
Tower Dupres: ber reserve on umrvererl land 1,677.41
Prulden t's order, Feb. 9, 1842. Lands found to be eovered by President’s order, Ju.ue 10, 1879,
a private land claim. National 1 Custer's battlefleld 640,00
“All the public lands within 1,200 ?lrds of the fort,” in T. 18 President’s order, Dﬁ?- 7, 1886.
S., R. 14 E., east of Mississippl Ri ) —_—
Fort lgisu;g'lb r&g P% cgeflsl‘zent.(egr . % Total in Montana, as far as known or estimated-.—-—._. 232, 050.84
Pl‘i\ﬂ en 8 O T ” e:mt a md“ Jun‘ —_—
relinquishing part of Fort Macomb.) NEBRASKA.
“A[l the publie lands within 1,200 yards from the fort " ... (:)
N Parchasatl Mes, 0. e O | resiaent s orders, Ock. 15, 1873, aad Jan. 5 T8, e
reha ar. 15, 18566, 8 O An an.
United States barracks and land adjoining and above same, Camp Bohlnson. on White River, at mouth of Spring Creek:
near New Orleans, on left bank Mississippl River, about T DO TR ol s ks i dwhs s i N e S e R e G e 12,800.00
8 miles above eity..... (O] Pruldant‘s orders, Nov. 14, 1816, and June 28, 1879,
Purchased by United States Dee. 14, 1533, and May 17, 1848, Timber reserve, 4 miles squar 10,240.00
Baton Rouge Arsenal, adjoining Baton BOUES_.....ceeeeeecemaeaas (= President’s order, Nov. 4, 1870,
Purchased in 1814. Fort Niobrara:
ide.nt‘s order, Deec. 10, 1879,
Total in Louislana, as far as known or estimated........ 1,65.25 Post reserve: Secs. 28 and 35 of T. 3¢ N., sees. 2, 8, 10, 11,
T, 88 N., and all that part of sees. 22, 23, 27, 83, and 34 of
T ? mtnui'nﬁn . 0:‘) BanE of Hicken &BI;;. m::‘f g!é.h s';i%rm
sou aas o oDCAra er, ™ -
Area between south boundaries of claims Nos. 96 and 96 and of the sixth principal meridian 5,474.84
north boundary of canal grant in T. 47 N,, R. 1 E.; 2, President’s order, June 6, 1881.
area between north line of Canal street and south boundary ‘Wood and timber reserve: All that part of T. 34 N., R. 27 W.,
eanal grant shown on diagram with order....ceeececeeeas (® not already embraced within reservation, ex-
President's order, May 9, 1885 cepting secs. 16 and 36 (school sections); the NE. 3 of NE.
Bt. Marys Falls Canal Reserve, in sec. 6, T. 4T N., R. 1 B ___.___ 9.41 sec, 28, the NW. % o . 1 an ts 2 and 8 of see.
President’s order, June 10, 1882, 27; the NE. 3 of 8W. 1, the W. 4 of SW. % and lot 3
Islands Nos. 1, 2, 8, and 4, in sec. 6, T 47 N., R. 1 E., for use In of sec, 22; the E. § of BE. 1 and 8. § of NE. § of gec. 25;
v econnection with improvement of St. Marys River at Hay the B. § of NW. 1; the E. 3 of SW. %, and lots 1, 2, 8, and
Pn;fcﬁmt Ohardzr Oct. 1 © I;’f'tdnfe'nm;nfns% %fe lﬁ'gtut m's.ws. 7, 8, 17, 18, 29, 81, and_
nt's o . = secs. x , an
Improvement of Hay Lakn Chnnml, St. Harnm lots 5 nnd 82; all of sec. 19, e:':cept lots 2, 3, 4, ; d 5; all of sec. 20, 2,817.48
6 s0c. 3; and lot 8, sec. 3, T. 45 N, RR2E____ 2145.90 except the N. 3 of SE. 3, and lots 5, 6, 7, and 8, and all of
FPl;uslI:lmé‘a order, Oct. 30, 1584, oo gl:N 80, ixsegp% th:n E. § of NST"F& usﬂd In&ts %;g‘dsza I}n a
or Y e e B A ek e s e s s e e e e Mol e .10 - " 01 secs. . .
President’s order, Jan. 19, 1895, N. 3 NW. }, 8W. 3 NW. i i 27 W., all of gecs. 1 and 12 2
and W. 3 SW. % sec. 5, E. § and E. § W. § sec. 6, N. § NE. President's order, Apr. 29, 1884,
3 and . tsec. 7, T.45 N., R. 4 W,; B. } NW. &, (To the above waus added the E. § of SE. 1 and 8. } of NBE.
N.4 8W. % and BE. § SW. § sec. 28, 8. } N. } and B. 3 sec. T. 84 N., R. 271 W., and at the same time Was
;ec. ?E. i *N?{Viin ig :W}. IandﬂBEN._é mN?Bl.‘ B. & Ns%. e{?cglﬁt;hd thewW.ngh?!and. 3 lng, 5. 3 of SW. % of sec. 30
an . § sec. 81, W. 3 an 5 see, () same township range,
T, 48 N., tW.:S.]N.}mﬁ.T.ﬁI?..ES‘V. -
The un.mweured islands in secs. 9 and m. TN RBR1B ... (=) 57,430,322
Secretary of the Interior, Sept. 5, 1£85. President's order, President’s order, May 7, 1804,
%opt. 22, ‘laﬁﬁe":,r - i Bgm in;; control of Secretary gf the Inbm 720 a {
Fort Wayne, near F 8 T AN ® obrara Hl:lltar:r Reservation, em g the NW.
Land deeded to the United States June 8, 1842, and Apr. 15, sec. 29, NE.  and E. § SE.  sec. 30, and S. } sec. 81'1‘84
1844, N., R. 27 W., Nebraska, !ordisposalunderncto Julyﬁ. 720.00
Total in Michigan, as far as known 2,728.41 Total in Nebraska 53,719.32
——— ——]
MINNESOTA. NEW MEXICO.
Fort Snelling, at junction of M!sﬂssln i and Minnesota rivers..__
Reservation made at the request of Secretary of War, .Tn.ly 13, © %?g;’#m%ﬁpg 'mn'iag. :_gg }T?:II;'VI oy 8,840.00
s g e e VLR LB B Fort Sumner Post Cemetery, situated in NE. 15 and NW.
orders, dated May 25, 1853, and Nov. 18, 1853. Aet of Con- sec. 14, T. 2 N., ng’g A= -3
gress approved Aug. 26, 185 (10 Stat. L., 86), and order of Prostaont’s order, Moy 22, 1571 820.00
O o aanicve, ata) Nar o aed Juens Fort, Union (falls within the confirmed private land grant Mora):
resolution of Congress a egpmvad May 7, 1870 (16 Stat. L Pl g o Sl private land gr ora): o
8?62 Reduction approved by Secretary of War, Jan. 1,. President’s order, Oct, 9, 1558, » 590,
m‘;ﬂ%ﬁn ?g %t. Louis River, in Minnesota, lot 1, see. 20, T, 40 Fort Wingt;l:.e. in Tp;ei‘l,s.g. 1;7]3? &Nﬁ Bauls. ét’i. and 17 W_____.| 83,200.00
B 7.32 Hrete i =
?, e ———— -
President’s order, Mar. 18, 1854 motal 18 Now Mesieo v
Total In Minnesota, except Fort Snelling. 7.%2
MISSOURE. NORTH DAKOTA.
Grand Tower lsdss!rlnl Hm. which, if surveyed, Lot 11, sec. 34, T. 138 N., R. 80 W, fifth prineipal meridian. .. _____ 8.
woulﬁ be in sec. m . 14 E. of ﬂml principal President’s order, May 17, 1809, i 0
Preal dent’l order, Feb, 34, 1871, ) m‘r&'&rugg;fl 331 W., as an addition to Fort Lineoln. £9.40
Fort Leavenworth, on east bank of Missour River, in Tps. 52 and : .
N., R. 8 W. of fifth principal meridian_______________ ___ (=) Total in North Dakota - - 47.40
President’s Ol‘dﬂ!‘. June 21, 1833, rtion of reserve Eo———
8.3 8E. 1 and snw"ﬁﬁ';'l'mﬂ} and the NW. 5 NE- 1 ses. %5,
see. 8 . 3 sec. OREGON.
R. 4 i fifth principal meridian, Missourl, reserved
ns a'tadr&gu“rauxe for use of troops stationed at Jeferson e Band Is]m%d in m.AH. !qﬁai:d 28 Ti® Ny B LW oioeeeee 192.07
. President’s order, Aug.
Preuidents order, Sept. 19, 1808, Pomt .miams (!'ort Stevens), in 10 N.. R. 10 W.; fractional
and 6, and N. } secs, 'r. LS M e 1,250.11
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Names and locations of existing military reservations, ete.—Continued.

i\""umea and locations of eristing military reservations, ete.—Contlnued.

Name and location of reservation, with date of President’s order

Name and loeation of reservation, with date of President’s order

or other autbority. S or other authority. Area.
OREGON—continued. WASHINGTON—continued.
Acres, Acres.
For improvement of Coos Bay and Harbor: Lots 1, 2, 8, and the At Neah Harbor, Strait of Juan de Fuea:
SW. 1 of NW, % of sec. 2, and lots 1 and 2, and SE. 1. Wa-addah Island @ 29.00
230f NE. $ofsec. 3, T. 28, B. MW oo 174.27 2. Tract east side of harbor. . _....... © 400.00
President’s order, July 14, 1884 President’s order, Nov, 13, 3. Tract west slde of harbor_____ .« ceeeeannaeae © 400.00
1850, reserves parts of secs. 27 and 81 and parts of 32; President’s order, June 9, 1888, A part of these lands declared
sec. 33 and part of 84, all in T. 24 8, R. 13 W.; parts o were disposed of prior to date of order reserving
gecs. 4 and 5; sec, 6; parts of secs. 7, 18, and 19, T. 25 N., same, viz, W.Eot SW. % and lot 3, gee. 1, T, 21 N, R. 2
R. 13 W.; parts of secs, 12, 13, and 23, and parts of 24, 25, B.; lot 5 and NE. } of SE, % sec. 2, T. nN..R.sE., and
and 26, T. 256 8., R. 14 W. BW.&O!SW.ioimSS. . 2N, R. 2
President’s order, Dec. 19, 1800, restores to public domain for At Narrows of Pu{et Sound: :
disposal so mueh of land reserved by President’s order South end of V Island ca e 633.60
of Nov, 13, 1889, deseribed as part of see. 3 and secs. 4 and President’s order, June 9, 1868, A part of these lands de-
9, and parts of secs. 10 and 15; sees. 16, 17, and 20; parts of clared reserved were disposed ot prlnr to date of order
Becs. 22.2&1\11(129.'1‘185.,3»13??. same, viz, NW. % o 3 and lot 3, sec. 1,
North side of Tillamook Head: T.21 N, R. 2 E.; lot 5 and NE. i o! ‘SE. 3sec. 2 T.21 N,
Fractional SW,  sec. 29, lots 1 and 2 of sec. 30, and lots 1, 2, R.2 E.; and 8W. } of 8W. 1 of sec. 83, T. 22 N., R. 2. E.
&andlutsec.&l,T.ﬁN‘.R.lOW 827.56 All in Ts. 21 and 22 N, R. 2 E.
President’s order, Nov. 4, 1885, President’s order, June 9, 1868, A part of these lands declared re-
— served were disposed of prior to date of order reserving same,
Total in Oregon, as far as estimated 1,944.00 viz, NW. 3 of SW. 1 and lot 8, sec. 1, T. 21 N, R. 2 E;;
—_— Jot 5 and NE. } of isec"’l‘.le..B.BE.;and
OELAHOMA. SW. Lo! SW 1 of =ec 33 T.2 N., R. 2 E.
San Juan
Fort Reno, in Tps. 12 and 18 N., R. 8 W., Indian meridian.......- @ g,493.00 Southeast u}mlnt of island, Including Goese Island and Rocky
President’s order, July 17, 1853, BN, R Wi s 640.00
Post reserve (unsurveyed).... 23,040.00 Northeast point of lslnrd including Reed Rock, i m s [ 3
President’s order, Oct. 7, 1871. 11, 12, and 18, T. 85 R TS A e 508.33
Post reserve (surveyed).......... 26,736,00 President’s order, July 2, 1876, President’s order “dated Mar.
President’s order, Feb. 26, 1897, 2 and May 20, 1839. amended President’s order of July 2,
e 1875, confining the military reservation on San Juan Island
Total in Oklahoma. 59,269.00 to certain lots and subdivisions in secs. 7 and 8, in T. 84
—_— N., Rs. 2 and 3 W., making an aggregate of 640 acres,
SOUTH DAKOTA. Shaw Island:
Fort Meade: President’s order, July 2,
President’s order, Dee. 18, 1878, ‘West end of island, mostly ln 'I‘. 30 W B W oon e m i 515.30
Post reserve in Tps. 5 and 6 N, R, 4 E., Black Hills meridian.| 7,840.00 President’s order, July 2, 1875.
Timber reserve: . 19, 80, 31, 8. & sec. 18, and W. 3 of sec. Eastern reserve on island, mostly in T, 36 N., R. 2 W. 504.90
20, T.6 N, R.5E; E. § o . 24 and 25, and SE. } of Fort Three Tree Point, iu NGB W e, 640.00
sec. 13, T. 56 N., R. 4 E., Black Hills meridian________________ 8,344.88 President’s order, July 31, 1885.
President’s order, Apr. 18, 1881, Executive order, Sept. 16, Fort Vancouver, in T. 2 N.. B Brann 639.54
1889, enlarging the wood and timber reservations as per Order of Becretary of War, Oct. 29, 1853, President’s order,
boundaries deseribed in letter of Beeretary of War, dated Jan.5,1878(0.46 of an acre was granted to Catholic mission).
Bept. 14, 18890 See also President's order, May 27, 1885, Fort Walla Walla, part of the post reserve remaining unsold.__ 619,57
R — President’s order, May 13, 1859, Hay and timber reserve
Total in South Dakota, as far as known or estimated....| 11,184,883 granted away or sold.
—————| Order of Becretary of Interior, June 24, 1881. President's order,
Jan. 12, 1882; President’s order, No. 17, 1887.
UTAT. Fort Spokane, on Spokane River 640,00
Fort Townsend, in secs, 21, 22, 27, 28, and 33, T. 90 N., R. 1 W___ 621.97
Fort Dausiu. mTps. 1N.and 1B, Bl Bueeeneeeeeeeecececacnan 2,988.19 President’s order, Apr. 30, 1896, revokes order of Apr. 1, 1805,
President’s order, Sept. 8, 1867. Act of Oongress, May 16, transferring the reservation declared by President's order of
1874 (18 Stat. L‘. 46), gave 20 acres for cemetery for Salt Jan. 29, 1859, to the control of the Secretary of the Interior
Lake religious bodies; act of Jan. 21, 1885 (23 Stat. L., for disposal, and again reserves the land.
285), reduced reserve 151.81 acres. Chinook Point, also known as Scarborough Head or Hill. Lot
Reservation for water supply for Fort Douglas. - ocovovoeencnen.. 1,920.00 9, sec. 22, 9N, R. 10 W., reserved in connection with ex-
Act Mar. 3, 1887 (24 Stat. L., 478), added to reserve for wnter istin x m&rvnﬂﬁﬂ ........ 2 e 83.00
supply. President’s order, Mar. 13, 1800, withdraws for use President’s order, May 8, 1899,
of Fort Douglas, subject to rights of the U. P. R. R. Co., Reservations as follows at points where the title should be
which have attached to odd-numbered sections, secs. 13 i found to be in the United States, viz:
and 23, T. 1 N., R. 1 E.; sec. 17; N. § sec. 18, and E. § : 1. On north side of New Dungeness Harbor, embraecing all the
sec. 20, T. 1 N., R. 2 E., with exception of SE. ¥ SE. } sec. ' paﬂnsu!a to its junetion with the mainland, in T. 81 N,
20, T-1 N‘. R. 2 E,, Salt Lake meridian, Utah. Estimated | @ | = R.4 Wo........ 238.63
area outside of land embraced in adjustment list of Central President‘n order, Sept, 22, 1966,
Pacific R. R. Co., which includes sees. 13 and 23, T\ 1 N., R. 2. South gide of New Dungeness Harbor, In T. 81 N., Rs, 3
1 E., and sec. 17, T. 1 N., R. 2 E., Utah, 600 acres. Pes P A e S s e B s R S e S SR SR 628.00
Reservation for water supply for Fort Douz!u.-----__--_-- *  D08.56 President’s order, Elarpt 22, 1866,
President’s order, June 8, 1806, reserves SW. i sec. 28; NE. . 8. On west side of entrance to Washington Harbor, in T, 30
NE. § and lot 1, sec. 34, T\ 1 N. Bu 1 E., Utah, for use o W R Wt Ao e T e e 614.00
Fort Douglas. President’s order, Sept. 22. 1856,
See act of May 16, 1006_(Public No. 167), granting about 382 4. East aide of entrance to Washington Harbor, T. 80 N.,
acres in see. 4, B. B 1E, in Fort Douglas Mili- 7 VR TS el e AN L R ey ® 404.00
tary Reservation ‘to University ot Utah; also act of June President’s order, Sept. 22, 1856,
29, 1006 (Public No. 346) authorizing Secretary of War to ! 5. Clallam Point, T. 30 &  R. 2 W b 614.00
grant 428 acres within Fort Douglas Military Reservation President's order, Sept. 22, 1866,
to Le Grand Youas in exchange for lots 4, 5, and 6, sec. 6. Oumta Clallam Point, in T. 30 N., Rs, 1 and 2 W___.. ey 637.00
2 T.18., R.1E., and sec. 36, .1 N., R. 1 E., suhjact to t’s order, Bept. 22, 1806.
approval of title by Attomey-ﬂmer 1. 7. Protection Island, in Ts. 30 and 31 N., B. 2 W,
Fort Du Chesne, in T. 2 8., R. 1 E.,, Uinta meridlan, within the All disposed of before order fssued.
Uinta Indian Reservation... 8,840.00 8. Opposite Protection Island, in T. 30 N., R. 1 W...._ el 624.25
President’s order, Sept. 1, 1887, President’s order, Sept. 22, 1866,
| 9, Vaneouver Point, in Ts. 20 and 80 N., R. 2 W__._. e R 608.00
Total in Utah (estimated) 8,356.75 President’s order, Sept. 866,
’ —_——— 10. Point Wilson, in T. 81 N., R. 1 W. & 464,00
President’s order, Bept 22, 1866.
WASHINGTON. 11. Polnt Hudson, In T. 30 N.,, R. 1 W,
All dis of before order issued.-
Port Angeles and Ediz Hook, In Tps. 30 and 81 N., Rs. § and 6 W_ ™ 12. Admiralty Head, In T. 81 N R.1E. 450.00
President’s orders, July 10, 1862, and Mar. 10, 1863. President’s President’s order, Sept. 22, 1866
order, May 15, 1893, reserves blocks Nos. 32 and 53 within 18. Marrowstone Point, in T. 30 N., Rs.1E.and1l W....... hass . 590.00
town site at Port Angeles for customs-service use. Pres!dent’s order, Sept. 22, 1866,
Canoe Tsland, off east coast of Shaw Island 43.10 N. 4 of SW. % gec, 17, and that part of lot 6 of sec. 18,
President’s order, July 2, 1875, T. 80 N., R. 1 E., W. M., not already embraced in the
QCape Disappointment, Includ]nx Fort Canby: reservation as per Executive order of Sept. 22, 1866,
President’s order, Feb. 26 was reserved in connection with Marrowstone Point
Fractional section 9 (exeept lot 4, reserved for light-house Reservation.
purposes) and part of fractional sections 4 and 5 T. 9 President’s order, Nov., 14, 1808 . oo iiiciiaiiiiccaaee.. © 58.00
N.. R. 536.20 14. North of entranﬁe to Dmeptlon Pass, including two islands
Southwest mu-t of Lopez Island, including. Bunch Island and in the pass, n T. 34 N., R. 1 E 550.00
hale Rocks 599.30 President’s order, Sept. 22, 1886,
Presldant 8 order. July 2, 1875. 15. South entrance to the pass, in T. HUHN,BESE e} 630,00
Northwest part of Lopez Island, extending from Flat Point to President’s ordes, Bept. 22,
Upright Point. 634.60 & Approximately.

President’s order, July 2, 1875,
‘These reserves are in Tps. 84, 35, and 36 N, R. 2W.

eApproximately,

b Not known.

b Excluding lands am'braced in donn.t:!on cln!m of George H. Gerrish, per

President’s order, Jan,
¢ Estimated.
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Names and locations of existing military reservations, ete.—Continued.

Names and locations of evisting military reservations, ete.—Continued.

Name and loeation of reservation, with date of President’s order | .. .. Name and location of reservation, with date of President’s order Area.
or other authority. or other authority.
WASHINGTON—continued. WYOMING—continued.
Acres. Acres.
Reservations as follows at points where the title should be Wood reserves for Forts Smdar:, D. A. Russell, and Cheyenne
found to be in the United States—Oontinued. : dwot, . 20, 28, 80, 82, T. 15 N., R. 71 W. (area included
16. T'wo islands east of Deception Pm inT.34 N, R 2E_ .. 140.00 Ww).
President's order, Sept. 22, Pruldentu orders Nov. 4, 1879, and Feb. 25, 1880.
17. "l‘nlaPolut,inTmN R.I‘E 615.25 | Crow Creek Forest Reserve, in Ts. 14 and 15 N., 71 and T2
President’s order, Sept. 22, 1866, 'W., transferred to control of War Departxmmt as a mili-
18. Hoods Head, in T. 28 N B. 1E 614.25 T e SR e e e e 56,132.99
President’s_order, Sept. President’s order Oct. 9, 1%08. This reservation includes secs.
19. Foulweather Point, in T m N RE L and A R 602.20 20, 28, 30, and 82, T.15 N., R. 71 W. (2,51064 aecres), reserved
President’'s order, Sept. 22, 1 by President’s orders of Nov. 4, 1579, and Feb, 25, 1880, as a
20. Double Bluffs, fractional soes. 26 27, 28, and lots 4 and 5, wood and timber reservation in connection with Forts
sec. 2 of T. 2 N., R. 2 E 626.25 anders, D. A. Russell, and Cheyenne depot.
President’s order, Bept. 22, 1866. Fort Fred. Steele National Oemet-er! @
21. Point Deflance, in T. 21 N., R. 2 E. 631.00 |  Secretary of War, Nov. 19, 1850, .
President’s order, Sept. 22, 1866 Fort Washalkie, within the Shoshone Indian Reservation.......... 1,405.00
25. Whldbeys Island, most nort.he.riy point in T. 34 N, Ra. 1 President’s order, May 21, 1887,
and 602.00 | In T. %6 N., R. 84 W., secs. 7 and 8; tbaNWisndtheW!
Prasidmzs order, Sept, 22, 1866. NE. 3 sec. 17; lots 1, 2, and 3 and E. 3 NW.  and NE.
Goose Island, situate in the Strait of Juan de Fuea, off the SW. 1 sec. 18; the sw of the NW. % and W. 3 8W. 1
southeastern part of San Juan Island, in the S8E. } of the see, 20; lot 1 and NE. l ol NW. § and NW. i NE. % sec. 30, 5,493.78
NE. }of sec. 8, T. 24 N, R. 2 W. O] AndJots S and'S, gee. 81 s e
President’s order, Jan. 9, 1889, InT. 5 N., R. 8 W., the W. ;see auofsm.ﬂ.ll.li.m.and
On N. side of entrance of Gig Harbor, lots & and 6, sec. 5, and all of sec. 14 except the S, 3 SE.  thereof. ..-..oooeeeen- 820,00
lot 1, sec. 8, T. 21 N, R. 2 E 81.80 | President’s orderu Nov. 2, 1808, and Dee. 13, 1898.
President’s order, Apr. 8, 1001 E. jsec. 16, T .66 N.,, R. 84 W.__.. 820.00
Port Madison: General Orders, No. 92, Aug, 7, 1902, Adjutant-General's Office,
President’s order, July 20, 1005, War Department.
e W a formey & Datt of ‘the Part Sadison Tadix —er. 0008
7., W. M., formerly a par on an
i e Iy a p 70.50 Total in Wyoming, as far as known or estimated..........| 67,703.64
e e Total area of military reservations in the publie-land
Total in Washington, as far as known or estimated..__..| 19,840.54 States and Territories, as far as known or gtlimatad_- £38,088.00
WISCONSIN.
Stone quarry, fractional secs. 25, 26, and 36, T. 8 N., R. 25 E_____|  1,046.10  Not known. ® Approximately.
Request of Secretary of War and order of Secretary of the
Treasury, Sept. 1, 1837, Mr. NELSON, Lately, about a month or so ago, I applied to
Sy hiEd the Commissioner of the General Land Office to furnish me a
i list of withdrawals, and he furnished me a list not included in
Ot Do A Ruwty Milvins Oy ot (Cliyonne 1n 1T 36 Ny 4,352.00 | these other lists, to which I call your attention, and ask to have

President’s order, June 28, 1859,

incorporated in my remarks.

@ Not known, The list referred to is as follows:
Ezecutive orders.
President. Date. Purpose. Btate, Description,
Adams ........ craemsenaeseen] - HOvOmMber 11 1808 oo et MY oo i e Michigan. ... ciciceiasnsa: Fort Gratiot.
Jackson ....... .| October 31,1829. ... a0 e issouri ..| 8t. Louis Arsenal.
.| April 21, 1838........ L A e TR xR R Ey s A nn Florida... Part Santa Rosa Island,
.| December 12, 1838 ... MY SR et Louisiana Fort Sabine.
.| February 19, 1841.... TR 7, Yoy W I IE T LT ST =T Florida. Fort Shannon,
.| February 9,1842 . ... ...cccvaailven o e A S A Louisiana of SBanta Rosa Isiand.
o March 25,1844 . .. .. cocearneac]ennn L T T g e D At M T e rae i On Gulf coas
-| November 11,1850 ... Light-house California Alecatraz Island
.| August 19, T i tary . Michigan .....ccceicaioiias Fort Wilkins,
.| March 13, ARSAT L SO i i et R T e e L T T b On St. Louis River.
.| Beptember 11,1854... Light-house . .cuvesnsesnsoncss Washington ...............c Fort Wilson.
AOEOREE. T80 . . o enbannnnaailanss 7, N N S T o T W e T e, an]lones Is:land Pacific Ocean.
June 19, 1862. . ey RS S e B do. — rt Angeles,
Beptember TG e o) (I A e ik s BRNSRREL . [ = 25 reservations.
...... January 26, 1867 ....... Light-house California -.| Ban Clemente Island.
........ May 29,1873.. o ons Miehigan. .| Poverty Island.
...... Decem'berQ 1875.. Fish enlture California .| For station
November 2, 1876 Light-house.........cocicacaifennss do.. .| Whalers Island.
February 1, 1886 do. Florida . .| Antelope Key.
April 16,1889, Fish enltu: Colorado .| For station.
May 28, 1889 . Light-house Oregon . .| Cape Mares,
August 4, 1890 Life-saving . Mie n .| For station,
May 19,1891. . %'hphousa ..... do. .| Heeta Head.
March 31,1804 . B BAVIDE .- coesvssvmsnesruns|vansy .| For station.
-| January 13,1899 ......... Naval reserve ......-.oc.ca... Ca]lfom[a .| Mission Rock.
2| May 26,1900 «..eeeemoneneanns CUIUre. . coeerrnnrmnnnnns Montana . .| For station,
.......... .| October 10,1900...............| Agricultural experiment.....| Arizona .. Do.
.......... .| March 80,1901 ...........-....| Reindeer station . Alaska ... ..| Preserve.
e .| February 17,1903 i .| Nevada... Z
¥ e e e e March 31,1904 ...... U v mcrnsymann s For station.
Date. State. Description.
——— 182, cininrnmnnana MInnesota...cccueeensnnnsas Fort Snelling,
July 8, 1822.... ie n. ...| Fort Brady.
h 2, 1825 Ilinois ..... .| Fort Armstrong.
P—— . Minnesota Fort 8nelling. e
June 3, 1833. Lomsmnn. .| Fort Jessup.
Hnrcb 23, 1849 FlorlAR: =i iaea e Fort Ma.rion.
..................... do..... .+s-.| LOng Key.
: Ocmber 1, 1857 California ......ccaeevunnans Farallones Islands, Pacific Ocean.
.| September 16, 1889 .| Colorado... .| Land for park.
Po October 2, 1903 ........ South Dakota . .| Hot Springs.
Interior, Garfield.. March and April, 1809 .. Various States .| 8sites,
Interior, Ballinger....... .| May4,1908,to ebrua.ryls. ..... ) e .| 116 sites.

aThis reserve recognized by the act of Aug. 26, 1852 (10 Stats., p. 86), reducing the boundaries thereof,

XLV——468
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Mr. NELSON. This general power of withdrawal has been
sustained by the Supreme Court in various cases, to some of
which I have referred. But the Senator from Wyoming com-
plained a few moments ago that there was no report on this
particular bill. It is true that there has not been a report on
this particular bill, but a bill invelving the same principles was
reported to the Senate prior to the bill now under consideration,
and that bill was accompanied with a written report.

I desire further to call the attention of the Senate to the fact
that while under the mining laws of the United States the pub-
lic lands are open to exploration and discovery and purchase,
whether surveyed or unsurveyed, yet that in a case that arose
out West where there was a land withdrawal by the executive
department for an Indian reservation it was held that that
withdrawal was effective to the extent of preventing the ex-
ploration and discovery and purchase of a mineral claim
within the lands so withdrawn. It was so decided in the case
of Gibson v. Anderson (U, 8. Cir. Ct. of App. Repts,, vol. 65,
12)é8277 ). I quote here a part of the opinion of the court on page

There can be no doubt that such reservation by Hroelmatlon of the
Executive stands vpon the same plane as a reservation made by treaty
or by act of Congress.

The court further says:

Now, if the treaty-making power can convey title, it can reserve a
part of the public domain for & Eggd.ﬂc pur; because this is but the
exercise of a less higher power n that which conveys title. So can
the President of the United States, by an executive order, reserve a part
of the public domain for a specific lawful gurpose- ¢ ¢ * The United
States court for Nevada, in the case of United States v. Leathers, has
decided the same thing. So can Congress by law reserve a part of the

ublic domain. Then we find that a reservation may be made either by
reaty, executive order, or by act of Con and all of these methods
are expressly recognized by the homestead and preemption laws.

This question has also been considered by our Attorneys-Gen-
eral several times, I quote from the opinion of Attorney-
General Miller, in volume 19, Opinions of the Attorney-General,
page 373. He declared in that case, when objection was made,
that certain statutes cited did not authorize the reservation or
withdrawal in question to be made:

To this I answer that, in my opinion, the walidity of the executive

" order of August 5, 1878, and {hat of February 19, 1877, to which it
was supplemental, rest not on that statute, but on a long-established
and long-recognized power in the President to withhold from sale or
settlement, at discretion, such parts of the national domain, open to
entry and settlement, as he may deem proper.

While no express or direct general statutory power has been
given the President to withdraw land for the creation of Indian
reservations, yet such power has been repeatedly exercised by the
President, and on one occasion when the power was questioned
Attorney-General Brewster sustained the power. (See Op. Atty.
Gen., vol 17, p. 258.) In this opinion he calls attention to a
number of Indian reservations that have been created by execu-
tive authority. Such reservations are commonly designated as
“ executive reservations.”

We had such a reservation in Minnesota—a case where the
land had been surveyed and had been opened to homestead
entry, and a few settlers had gone on and occupied it. In the
meantime an executive order was issued withdrawing the land
from sale and entry and attaching it to a part of what was then
known and is still known as the White Earth Reservation.
That withdrawal was effective and reserved the land from en-
try. We have had many such cases. I can not undertake to
enumerate the number of Indian reservations which have been
created from time to time by executive order.-

In the case of Minnesota these Indian reservations were not
established by executive order because there was any express
or direct specific statutory authority. They were made upon
the grounds, first, that the President had the general power
of withdrawal, and, second, that withdrawing lands for the
benefit of the Indians was a publie purpose.

Mr. President, if our public-land system is traced and studied
from its early days down to the present time, it will be found
that this power of withdrawing limited portions of the publie
land from disposal, sale, and entry has frequently been exer-
cised by the President, and always when questioned in the
courts been sustained. I can find no cases where a contrary
doctrine has been held, except in a few cases of railroad grants,
based upon the special terms of the grants, such as the case of
the Northern Pacific.

This discretionary power of withdrawal, as I have said, has
been repeatedly exercised by our Presidents, and whenever
questioned in legal proceedings has always been sustained by
the courts, and until recently has never been doubted or ques-
tioned by the executive department, and such questioning and
doubt bas arisen from the excessive blanket withdrawals to
which I have referred.

My own opinion, therefore, Mr. President, is that the Presi-
dent has this general power of withdrawal; and I think this
power of withdrawal can be exercised for water-power sites
as well as for any other public purposes. Our laws must be
interpreted in the light of the advances that our ecivilization
has made. What was not a public purpose fifty, sixty, or sev-
enty-five years ago is a public purpose now. In those old days
a water power was developed simply by building a stone, earthen,
and wooden dam over a stream and putting in a water wheel to
turn an old-fashioned sawmill or an old-fashioned gristmill,
The utilization of such power for electrical purposes was un-
known and not conceived of. In these modern times, in re-
cent years, it has developed that our water powers are niwost
eflicient instrumentalities to develop and generate electric power.
To my mind these water powers are as worthy of conservation
as our coal beds, and that reserving a water-power site on the
public domain is a reservation for public use and for a public
purpose.

I think in the light of modern discovery it is as important to
reserve water powers for electrical purposes as it is to reserve
coal lands and coal for public purposes, for you can generate
electricity with water power as well as with coal, and much
cheaper than with coal.

Without intending to criticise or reflect upon public officials,
I think a mistake was made in the excessive amount of water-
power withdrawals. If only so much land had been withdrawn
as was necessary for the development and utilization of the
water powers, I think no one would have guestioned the right
of withdrawal.

But out of this condition that arose ont of the excessive with-
drawals which occurred in the months of January and Febru-
ary, 1909, has come this demand for legislation. To my mind
this bill limits and restricts the power of the executive depart-
ment under existing law.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator how
can we limit the power of the Executive? If there exists in
the Executive at the present time the power to suspend the
operation of the land laws, he can suspend the operation of this
law which we are passing.

Mr. NELSON. It is not an unlimited power of suspension
we confer by this bill.

Mr, BORAH. If the homestead laws provide that a man
may enter the agricultural land, and the President withdraws
it and suspends the operation of that law, is it not a suspension
of the homestead law?

Mr. NELLSON. No: it is simply exercising a power that the
President has to withdraw a limited amount of land from publie
entry for public use. The homestead law, by transfer from the
preemption law of 1841, is subject to this reservation of power
in the President.

This bill is narrower than the existing law. If I had my
way about it, but the administration has a different view, I
would much prefer to have no legislation at all than this bill,
because it is more limited—restricted.

That the President may at any time, in his discretion, temporarily
withdraw from settlement, loeation, sale, or entry any of the public
lands of the.United States and the Territory of Alaska, and reserve
the same for water-power sites, Irrigation, classification of lands—

And so forth, is more limited in scope than the existing law.

I also want to call your attention to another fact in the
gecond section of the bill. TUnder existing mineral laws no
man acquires any right in a mineral claim until there has
been an exploration and discovery. There must be discovery to
secure and hold a claim. This bill gives the oil and gas land
claimants a right that they have never had and one that they
do not have under existing law.

Let me read the language and I think the gentlemen who
come from mining States will agree with me:

Provided, That the rights of any person who, at the date of any
order of withdrawal heretofore or hereafter made, 18 & bona fide oceu-

nt or claimant of oil or gas-bearing lands, and who, at such date, is
ﬁ diligent prosecution of work leading to discovery of oil or gas, shall
not be affected or impaired by such order, so long as such oceupant
or claimant shall continue in diligent prosecution of said work.

Nothing can be clearer than that. No withdrawals under this
bill can affect these coal and gas lands so long as claimants
are engaged in the work of exploration, although they have
made no discovery.

The bill contains this further provision:

And provided further, That this act shall not be construned as a
recognition, abri ent, or enlargement of any asserted rights or
clalms initiated upon any oil or gas-bearing lands after any with-

drawal of such lands made prior to the passage of this act.

Thus it is intended to leave the door perfectly open for those
people who went on to oil lands in California that were with-
drawn under the former administration. It leaves them exactly
with the rights that they think they have under existing law.
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Mr, FLINT. I wish to ask the Senator why he limits it to | first public-land law that Congress passed—I think in 1789 or
California. It is not limited to California as far as I know. somewhere about that time—providing for the survey and dis-

Mr. NELSON. No; it is general. I referred to California
becanse it was people from California who appeared before
our committee. That is why California was uppermost in my
mind, and I hope the Senator from California will not take
any offense at that. I am aware of the fact that the men who
occupied those oil fields out there did so after the lands were
withdrawn under the former administration. They gquestion
that withdrawal, and it is possible the courts may sustain
them and hold that the withdrawals were illegal; but, whatever
the law of the case may be, this bill does not attempt to inter-
fere with it. It leaves them with their rights to be adjudicated
just as though this bill never became a law. There is also an
exception in favor of homestead settlers, as follows:

And_ provided further, That there shall be excepted from the force
and effect of any withdrawal made under the provisions of this act all
lands which are, on the date of such withdra: embraced in any lawful
homestead or desert-land entry theretofore made, or u?:n which any
valid settlement has and is at said date being maintained
and perfected pursuant to law.

This saves the right of these settlers.

The bill further provides:

But the terms of this proviso shall not contlnue to apply to any
particular tract of land unless the entryman or settler shall continue to
comply with the law under which the entry or settlement was made.

To sum up, in my judgment this bill restricts and limits the
power of the President as it is to-day rather than enlarges it as
interpreted by the courts of the couniry.

In most of the cases to which I have referred you do not find
in the statute the express direction that the President may
withdraw the land for a military reservation or withdraw it for
an Indian reservation or withdraw it for a naval reserve or an
Indian agency. The withdrawals are made under the general
power which has been conferred upon the President, beginning
with the preemption act of 1830, where the general power of
withdrawal was given to the President, continued in the pre-
emption act of 1841, transposed into the homestead law and the
stone and timber act, and included in the coal-land law.

The true criterion, I think, is that the President has the
general power of withdrawal, but it must be for a well-defined
public use or public purpose. There must be some public emer-
gency or some public necessity that warrants the withdrawal.

In the cases of withdrawal I bave cited you will find with-
drawals in some instances of public lands where there was an
attempt to secure the lands by fraud. The language in the
statutes authorizing withdrawal by the President in the differ-
ent acts is as follows: In the preemption act of 1830, “by
order of the President;"” in the preemption act of 1841, “ by
proclamation of the President;” in the Des Moines River land
grant, “by competent authority;"” in the California act, “by
competent authority;” and in the coal-land law, “by compe-
tent authority;’ and the term “competent authority ” has been
held by the courts to mean the President and those acting under
his express or implied authority.

But, Mr. President, as I have already stated, while in my
opinion the President has this power and even greater power
than is conferred in this bill, I think it is a good plan, in view
of the experiences we have had in recent years, that we put
this power in direct and express statutory form rather than the
common law of the courts, and limit it, as we propose to do
in the bill. The administration is satisfied with it, and while
I think it limits the power of the executive department as it
has it to-day under the interpretation of the courts, yet if the
administration charged with the disposal and the management
of our public lands is satisfied with this legislation, I am
ready to support it, and I am willing that such a law should
be enacted. I can only say that I am somewhat surprised at
the attitude of Senators who are opposing the bill on the
ground that it confers a dangerous power. To my mind the
bill limits the power of the President rather than expands it,
and for that reason I can not see how any man who is in
favor of the protection of our public lands and the conserva-
tion of them for specific public purposes can be opposed to it.

When we open large bodies of public lands to settlement, it
occurs from time to time that the public exigencies require that
certain pieces of land here, there, or elsewhere should be with-
drawn for some specific public national purpose. If the Presi-
dent of the United States had not had this power and had not
exercised it, we should, in many instances, have found ourselves
deprived of lands for river and harbor improvements, for forti-
fieations, for naval stations, for military stations, for Indian res-
ervations and agencies, and for a variety of other public uses
and purposes,

It is curious—and I hope the Senate will bear with me a 1it-
tle—to look at the genesis of our public-land system. Under the

posal of the public lands northwest of the Ohio River, we started
out with the theory that it was our business to sell our publie
lands at public sale and get as much money out of them as pos-
sible. That continued to be our policy from year to year, and,
barring a few grants of limited character, whiclr were made to
the officers and soldiers of the Revolutionary war and of the
war of 1812, for years and years we proceeded on the theory of
disposing of our public lands at public sale to the highest bidder.
It was only gradually, Mr. President, that we came to adopt a
wiser policy, under the preemption law, and, next, under the
homestead law, when we reached the conclusion that our public
lands should not be devoted to the mere purposes of bringing
money into the Treasury, but that it was better to devote them
to public purposes—for settlement, habitation, and cultivation—
and thus have our country settled up.

The result of that system, first, under the preemption law of
1841, and, next, under that beneficent sysftem, the homestead
law of 1862, has been that the great West settled up and be-
came, as it were, the heart and soul of this continent. The
great States in the Mississippi Valley have grown up into a
vast empire under the homestead law. I have been a pioneer
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, and have participated in their
wonderful growth and development. Had those States, in their
early days, been put into such a strait-jacket as Alaska has
been, they would be but feeble and partially developed Common-
wealths to-day instead of the great States they now are.

Mr. President, there has been much agitation in the publie
press and on the platform in recent times in reference to so-
called “conservation.” I believe in reasonable and just con-
servation—in soch a gospel—but there is a conservation that
ties up our public lands and natural resources; there is a con-
servation which debars the public from the use of these re-
sources and lands; and such consgervation I regard as fatal and
dangerous to the welfare of the public. There is another con-
servation, of which I am in favor, and that is that conservation
that believes in utilizing our public resources in our day and
generation—whether land, timber, water power, or mineral—to
a reasonable degree, and preventing their passing into the hands
of monopolies, and regulating, so far as we can by legislation,
the conditions under which the public is to enjoy the benefit of
them. To my mind that gospel that would tie up our public re-
sources, merely put them in storage, and prevent this generation
from utilizing them, is a most dangerous and pernicious gospel.
To my mind the safe way and the judicious way is to utilize
our natural resources in such a way that the present generation
may derive some benefit from them.

‘Why, Mr. President, there will be water powers in abundance
hundreds of years after you and I are dead. Water will con-
tinue to flow down the ravines and valleys of the Rocky Moun-
tains and other parts of the country in the future as in the
past. No man can stop that unless he stops the precipitation
from the atmosphere in the shape of rain or snow. Those
water powers are there. Let them be utilized. Why should
they be tied up? Why should the public be prevented from
using them? The water powers of New England are in active
use and have been for generations. No water-power monopo-
lies have so far afflicted them. Why should our supply of coal
be tied up and the American people be prevented from utilizing
it? Look at Alaska. I refer to Alaska, because, as yon all
know, Alaska has for many years been near and dear to my
heart. I visited that country six or seven years ago and spent
two months there. Except in what is called the Archipelago,
south and east of the one hundred and forty-first meridian,
there is a very limited supply of timber in Alaska. It is mostly
stunted spruce, found in the valleys and between mountain
ranges; little of it fit for merchantable lumber. Most ‘of it
fit only for miners’ cabins, for mining purposes, and for in-
different and poor fuel. In the southern part of that country,
bordering on the Gulf of Alaska in the Pacific Ocean, within
25 miles of the shore, are some valuable coal fields—bituminous,
semibituminous, coking coal, and anthracite coal. There
are thousands of acres and thousands of tons of it in the
ground in the so-called Bering field. At the head of Cooks
Inlet, 75 miles or so from the sea, is the even greater and more
extensive Matanuska coal field of equal good quality. And yet
the people of Alaska, with all this vast amount of coal in their
midst, have not been permitted to use a ton of this coal, but
have been obliged to import their coal from abroad. The
miners, the railroad builders, and all the people of Alaska have
had to import their supply of coal from British Columbia, from
Vancouver Island, from Australia, from Japan, and from West
Virginia and Pennsylvania by water around Cape Horn: and
they have to pay for that coal from $12 to $20 per ton, when the
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coal within their own borders, if they were permitted to mine
and use it, could be obtained for from $2 to $3 per ton.

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator permit me to ask
him a question?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
¥ield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; certainly.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What is the cause of that condi-
tion? Did not Congress pass laws providing for the disposition
of the coal in Alaska?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; three laws—the law of 1900, which
extended the general coal-land laws to Alaska, but which was
found of no value, as the general law only allowed surveyed
lands to be located and entered, and there was no surveyed
lands in Alaska; the law of 1904, and the law of 1908. These
laws were extended only to those who had already made loca-
tions, and provided for the purchase of the coal land at $10
per acre. A large share of these coal fields were put into a
forest reserve several years ago, and all of the coal fields were
withdrawn from location and entry in 1906 and have remained
in that condition ever since, except as to those who had made
locations prior to the withdrawal. And o it has come to pass
that the timber is in reserve and the coal is in reserve, so that
the people have to import their fuel from the outside. The
wood must be bought from the forest ranger and the coal can
not be got at all—not Alaska coal—at any price. The ground in
Alaska freezes to a great depth—many feet—and only in the
middle of the summer does it thaw a foot or two at the sur-
face. Placer mining in Alaska consists in going through the
tundra and black frozen muck beneath from 20 to 100 feet or
more down to bed rock, where the gold is found. During early
and primitive fimes the miners thawed out the holes by build-
ing fires from time to time. Now they use small steam engines,
with which they steam out the holes and go through the muck
down into bed rock, and they have to use coal for the engines,
and even on the seacoast they have to pay from $12 to $20 a
ton for coal, and in the interior much more, when it is right
near their own doors, and they ought to be able to secure it
for from $2 to $3 a ton. 'This is the condition I refer fo. It is
one of the incidents and results of conservation carried to ex-
cess—run riot, as it were.

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
¥yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

tM{i?DIKON. Are there any patented coal claims in Alaska
at a

Mr. NELSON. I do not think there is a single patented
claim. It is possible there may be one or two; not any more.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. As the Senator from Minnesota knows, of
course, if it were in a forest reserve, and not withdrawn for
any other purpose, they could go on and develop coal. I sup-
pose the land has been withdrawn so as to classify it.

Mr. NELSON. It was withdrawn away back in 1906 from
eniry under the coal-land laws.

Mr. SMOOT. For the purpose of classification.

Mr. NELSON. There was a double withdrawal—a with-
drawal for forestry purposes, and on top of that a withdrawal
from entry under the coal-land laws; no, not for classification,
as under Alaska coal-land law there was no occasion for that,
The price was $10 per acre.

Mr. SMOOT. Until it was classified, and a provision——

Mr. NELSON. There was nothing of that kind. It was done
on general principles. The price was a flat one of $10 per
acre, so there was no need for classification,

Mr. President, I refer to these matters to illustrate and point
out the Alaska kind of conservation. I am in favor of a rea-
sonnble and safe land policy. I believe in conservation of our
natural resources—coal, gas, oil, forests, and everything else—
but I think this conservation should be carried on in such g
way that the present generatiom would have some benefit and
gome advantage from it

What do you think of a conservation like that In Alaska,
where the people have first-class coal right at their very doors,
within 25 miles of the ocean, within 50 or 60 miles of a 100-mile
railroad, and ecan not take a spoonful of that coal, but have
to import their coal from Australia, from Japan, from Van-
couver Island, from British Celumbia, and some of it clear
around from Pennsylvania, by way of Cape Horn? That is the
kind of conservation I am not in favor of.

Does the Senator from Minnesota

I have great faith in the future of Alaska. There are many
valleys there in the interior of the country—the Tanana Valley,
the Copper River Valley, and some other valleys—that have con-
siderable lands fit for agricultural purposes. The ordinary gar-
den vegetables, including potatoes, grow there prolifically; cur-
rants and strawberries grow there; oats and barley will grow
and ripen; the grasses will grow there—that is, timothy and
red top will grow there. I am not prepared to say that that is
true as to clover, however, except in the southern part.

We have not even had the lands in Alaska surveyed. The
Appropriations Committee have been good enough, on the ree-
ommendation of the Committee on Public Lands, to put in a
small appropriation of $100,000 for the survey of the public
lands in Alaska. People can not take a homestead or any kind
of a claim there unless they themselves have it surveyed. They
must send for and get a deputy United States surveyor. The
wages and cost of provisions are enormous in that country.
After the deputy surveyor has made a survey, the plat and field
notes must be sent to the surveyor-general at Juneau for ap-
proval by him. It takes from six months to a year, on account
of climate and enormous distances, before any man can get a
piece of land in Alaska surveyed so that he can enter and
secure title to the same, and the expense is enormous—so heavy
that the ordinary homesteader can not bear it.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask the Senator if
it can be inferred from what he says that he favors the aban-
donment of the reservations which have already been made in
Alaska?

Mr. NELSON. I would certainly abandon the idea of tying
up all the coal lands.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I understood the Senator to say that he
was in favor of conservation, but not the kind of conservation
that would prevent immediate development. Has the Senator
ever heard of a declaration from anybody representing the con-
servation movement to the effect that immediate development
should not be prosecuted? On the contrary, has it not been
the urgent demand of the entire conservation movement that
the land laws should be so shaped as to meet the economic re-
quirements of the country with a view to the immediate develop-
ment of the natural resources of the country and their immedi-
ate utilization by the present generation?

Mr. NELSON. In reply to that, I want to say that perhaps
that has been the case on the rostrum. We know how prone
people are to say good things on the stump or on the platform;
but we must judge them not by the fine articles they write in
the newspapers, not by the fine speeches they make at conven-
tions, and all that, but we must judge them by their acts and
the results, and, judging them by that standard, I think their
acts do not always comport with their public declarations.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
nie———

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I am not attempting to criti-
cise anybody. I refer to this situation because ever since I
made the trip to Alaska, seven years ago, my heart has gone
out to that country, that great empire, 580,000 square miles. It
has made me sad fo see that great empire tied up as it has
been in reecent years, with no public lands surveyed, none of
their coal available for use, and the miners prevented in many
instances from using timber except they pay for it, even for
their little log cabins, for fuel, and for mining purposes. In
some of the little interior valleys in Alaska you will find spruce
trees from 10 to 20 feet high and from 6 to 10 inches thick at
the butt. They are just fairly big enough, so that the miners
ecan use them for the construction of their small log cabins and
for mining purposes. Little, if any, of this timber is fit for
merchantable lumber.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota

yield further to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have already stated my
view, that I am in favor of making such wise land laws as
will keep the natural resources of the country out of the hands
of monopolies and aid in the immediate development of the
natural resources for present and future generations. I want
to ask the Senator whether he does not agree with me, that
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the land laws now upon the statute books are misfit land laws;
whether he does not believe that the laws relating to the entry
of coal lands and the laws relating to the enfry of timber
lands should be changed; whether he has not been an advocate
of that; and whether he does not believe that in the past vast
areas of timber lands and vast areas of coal lands have fallen
into the hands of monopolists, simply because our laws were
either evaded or were not shaped in such a way as to prevent
oppression of this kind. I will ask the Senator, further,
whether Mr. Roosevelt did not for years urge the amendment
of those land laws; whether the land commission appointed
by him did not urge the amendment of those land laws;
whether those land laws do not stand upon the statute books
substantially as they did at the time that Mr, Roosevelt com-
menced this agitation; and whether the difficulty does not lie
with Congress in not passing laws fitting the economic re-
guirements of the country, instead of the blame resting upon
executive officers who have endeavored to save the natural
resources of the country from monopoly and spoliation.

AMr, NELSON. Mr. President, I would call the Senator’s at-
tention to the fact that the eoalland laws as now interpreted
and applied by the department, and the stone and timber act as
interpreted and applied by the department, and as they have
been applied for the last two years or more, give us better resnlts
and seem to afford ample protection to the public. The general
coal-land law fixes the price at not less than §20 an acre if
within 15 miles of a railroad, and if more than 15 miles at not
less than $10 an acre. Until within the last two or three years
the department held that price to be a flat price—a fixed max-
imum price—and sold the lands at those figures; but since that
time the department has classified and appraised those lands
on the basis of the coal found therein, and is now, and for the
last two years or so has been, selling those coal lands at such ap-
praised value—a value in most instances far in excess of the
minimum price fixed in the statute—a value in some instances
as high as $200 and even more per acre. The aim of the depart-
ment has been to appraise these lands at such a figure that
those who desire to immediately operate and develop could
afford to buy, but that those who merely wanted to buy and
bold for speculation could not afford to do so, for the figures
would be too high for that purpose.

Exactly the same policy has been pursued under the stone
and timber act. That law preseribed a minimuom price of §2.50
an acre. Until within two years last past that price was also
treated as the maximum price, and large bodies of valuable tim-
ber lands have been acguired at only $2.50 an acre. Five or
six years ago the Senate passed a bill to repeal that law, but it
failed to pass at the other end of the Capitol

But now, since the Government has adopted this new policy
of appraigsing the timber on the land and selling it at its ap-
praised value—always more than the minimum price of $2.50
an acre—the necessity for the repeal is not so urgent, for only
those who really want the timber for lumbering purposes ean
afford to pay the appraised price. The mere speculator can
not afford to buy and hold at that price, .

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I know the Senator has given this
matter a great deal of consideration, and he knows as much
about it probably as any man in the Senate. 8o I should like
to ask him if he can tell the Senate what is the highest price
per acre that has been paid either for coal land or for timber
land in Alaska.

Mr. NELSON. Thirty-three claims only of coal land have
been sold, at $10 per acre, the price fixed by statute.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. ¥For what has been sold?

Mr. NELSON. There has been no ftimber land sold in
Alaska—not a single acre, so far as I know.

The coal-land laws that apply to Alaska are different from
the general coal-land laws. In the Alaska laws there is a flat
price at $10 per acre, and while 33 coal-land entries have been
made in Alaska none of them have gone to patent.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, has that not been
rather becaunse protest has been made against the patenting of
any of those lands?

Mr. NELSON. Yes., There are 33 cases where entries were
made, but they have been in controversy and are in controversy
now. Outside of those 33 cases, there are beiween 800 and
900 Jlocations that have been made, but none of them have
gone to enfry. A location, as the Senator knows, is distinet
from an entry.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN,. I should like to ask the Senator if he
knows of any case in Alaska where coal land or timber land has
been offered for sale at the actual price,

Mr. NELSON. No timber lands, as far as I know, have been
£old, and only 83 claims of coal lands bave been entered and
purchased.

The coal lands except as stated have not been sold and,
except as to locations made prior to 1906, all coal lands have
been withdrawn from entry and sale since 19068. And the tim-
ber lands could not well be sold because no lands in Alaska
have been surveyed. Homesteads can be taken if the home-
steader will have it surveyed at his own expense. There is also
a law under which trading stations may be located on the coast,
but in all those cases the man who wants a piece of land must
go to the expense and trouble of. having a survey made in the
first instance. g

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask the Senator one
more question.

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

. CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask the Senator if
he favors the entire abandonment of the withdrawal policy
in Alaska, and if he does——

Mr. NELSON. Noj; I am in favor of reasonable withdrawals,
I believe the President should have the right to make with-
drawals; but it should be exercised within reasonable limits.
All coal lands in Alaska have been withdrawn for nearly four
years, ‘That is an infolerable embargo.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yleld to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr, NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator whether he favors
any change in the existing laws regarding the entry of coal
and timber land?

Mr, NELSON. Legislation is certainly needed for Alaska.
The condition as it is to-day is ntterly intolerable.

Now, coming to the coal lands in this country, the Senator
knows there are two theories here. One theory is that we
ought to lease them and the other theory is that we ought to
sell them. Under the present system of appraisal that has re-
cently been adopted by the Interior Department, and which is in
vogue to-day, the coal land is sold at its fair value, at the actunal
value of the coal in the ground, after an estimate has been
made of the coal in the ground.

The question whether it is wiser to sell the coal lands for
their real and substantial value or to lease them is, indeed,
a debatable ques<on. If we lease them, it will be necessary to
have mine inspectors; to have a force of men to look after the
amount of coal taken out, to see that there is no loss or damage,
and to ascertain from time to time how much is due us, and
all that, involving great and expensive machinery, The ques-
tion is, and that is the question for Congress to determine,
which is the wiser, to lease the lands at a rental or royalty
or sell them for their fair value,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Utah? :

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. In justice to the present administration, T
thought it ought to be said that they are in favor of laws regu-
lating the disposal of coal in Alaska and also in this country,
and there are bills in that behalf now before the subcommittee
of the Committee on Public Lands, but it has been impossible
for that committee to consider them at this session of Congress.
I only want fo say that the almost intolerable condition of
things in Alaska is due more to the lack of legislation than to
any laws that are now upon the statute books.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. May I ask the Senator for infor-
mation whether or not the coal lands of Alaska have been in-
cluded in any withdrawal?

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Al of them?

Mr. NELBON. Yes; practically all workable coal fields.
There are coal flelds that bave been but partially explored
along the Yukon and some interior points that perhaps are not
included in the withdrawals, but my impression and recollec-
tion is that all coal fields are withdrawn.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. May I ask the Senator further,
did not Congress, within very recent years, legislate in regard
to the manner in which titles to those lands could be acquired;
and did not that legislation follow the visit of the Senator from
Minnesota and other Senators to the ground itself?

Mr. NELSON. Oh, we have passed two—yes, three coal-
land laws. The history of legislation as to coal lands in Alaska
is peculiar.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am asking for information.

Mr. NELSON. Yes. The public-land laws originally did
not apply to Alaska. But in 1800, by an act, the general coal-
land laws were extended to Alaska, but that act was of no
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value, because under the general coal-land laws only surveyed
lands could be located and entered, and there were no surveyed
lands in Alaska. The poor fellows under that law tried to
locate coal lands as under the mineral law, which, of course,
proved abortive. Congress passed another coal-land act in 1904,
allowing those who had made locations before that time fo enter
160 acres each at $10 per acre. Under this act the entries and
locations, to which I have already referred and described, were
made. Finally in 1908 another law was passed, but still limited
to locations made before its passage, by which locators could
consolidate their claims and form an association that could
enter 2,560 acres.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Twenty-five hundred and sixty acres.

Mr. NELSON. Twenty-five hundred and sixty acres. But,
unfortunately, in that law there was a rigid antitrust pro-
vision in section 8—more rigid than the antitrust law of
1800. This antitrust provision was so harsh and rigid that no
one would enter coal land under this law, for no money could
be raised, even on bonds and mortgages, for the development and
operation of the coal beds. The expense of opening, developing,
and operating a mine is so great that few, if any, could carry
on the work without borrowing money. For these reasons no
entries have been made under this law of 1908. The price under
this law was the same as under the act of 1904—§10 per acre.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I agree with the Senator from Minnesota
that there is a most unfortunate deadlock in Alaska, a deadlock
that ought to be broken——

Mr. NELSON. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS (continuing). In order that the resources
of that country may be developed.

Mr, NELSON. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. But I think the Senator will agree with

" 'me that the responsibility does not altogether attach to the

’;e;ecutlve department, as his remarks thus far would seem to
ply.

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, I think Con-
. gress is to blame to some extent. I am not criticising any
particular Senator or class of Senators. I think we are all
more or less guilty. We have been the worst kind of step-
fathers to Alaska—all of us. I

Mr. NEWLANDS. I was sure the Senator would state that,
because I know that he has been one of the foremost friends of
reform in the land laws of the United States, and that his well-
meant efforts have failed of success because of inertia and oppo-
gition elsewhere.

But I think perhaps an unfair inference would be drawn from
what the Senator has thus far said, and that is that this dead-
lock in Alaska is due to the unwarranted and unwise action of
the executive department in the last administration and this
administration, whereas I think the Senator will agree with me
that we have upon the statute books a mumber of misfit land
laws that ought to be changed; that under those land laws a
single man in the Senator’s own State has been able to acquire
1,000,000 acres of timber lands in the West, when Congress in
passing the laws upon the subject clearly intended that no man
should get more than 160 acres.

The Senator realizes, also, that vast deposits of coal in Colo-
rado and other States have gone into the possession and control
of great trusts and combinations, and are monopolized, whereas
Congress intended to prevent such combinations altogether when
it passed the laws.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President——

The - VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes.

Mr. HUGHES. I should like the Senator from Nevada
either to withdraw the statement made about Colorado or to
specify the monopoly to which he refers.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will specify.

Mr. HUGHES. It is an unjust assertion as now made and
wholly unwarranted by the facts.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will specify later on.

Mr. HUGHES. Why not do it now?

Mr. NELSON. I want to suggest one thing——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota de-
gires to interrupt the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow
me to complete my sentence?

Mr. NELSON. I want to suggest just one thing, which may
help the Senator from Nevada. Is the Senator aware of the

fact that the person he refers to as having secured such a large
quantity of pine land in California and other western States is
now one of the most radical and energetic apostles of conserva-
tion, publishing articles in the newspapers and in the maga-
zines? He out-Herods Herod on conservation.

Mr. NEWLANDS. If that is so I am delighted to hear of
his conversion. But I wish to call the attention of the Senator
to the fact that vast areas of public land have gone into the
ownership of single corporations and individuals, though the
plain intent of Congress in passing these laws was to prevent
combinations and monopoly.

The executive department has been confronted with that situ-
ation—misfit land laws—the intent of Congress with reference
to the execution of which had been negatived, and it has en-
deavored to save the public domain under a power which the
Senator admits exists, with a view simply to preserving it until
legislation could be secured. The Senator will bear me out
in the faect that this legislation was not only recommended by
Mr. Roosevelt and the Land Commission, but has also been
recommended by President Taft himself and by Secretary Bal-
linger, and the recommendations of the latter Secretary equal
in the severity of their requirements any of the recommenda-
tions that were made during Mr. Roosevelt’s administration.

Is it not unfair, then, to charge this entire condition of things
upon the executive department, when it appears that Congress
itself has failed in its great duty of providing adequate laws
for the proper conduct of the public domain?

With respect to the statement of the Senator from Colorado,
that he was not satisfied with the statement I made with refer-
ence to the combination of the great areas under one control in
Colorado, and his request that I specify——

Mr. HUGHES. That is not exactly the statement of the
Senator to which I objected.

Mr. NEWLANDS. It was not?

Mr. HUGHES. He is modifying now a very sweeping and,
as I maintain, an unwarranted reflection upon a State, which,
I understand, under the rules of the Senate, is always forbidden.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I can not recall the exact form of the
utterance I made which has brought upon me the Senator’s
animadversion, but my statement is this, and I do not think
my former statement varies from if, that in the State of
Colorado large areas of the public domain, containing deposits
of coal, have come under the control of one combination there,
whereas it was clearly the intent of the land laws and purely
the intent of Congress in legislating upon the entire public
domain that large areas of land should not be absorbed under
one control.

Now, as to the corporation to which I refer——

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—

Mr. NEWLANDS (continuing). I will state that it is the
Colorado Fuel and Iron Company, and when I refer to that
company I cast no discredit upon that State. I assume——

Mr. NELSON. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Nevada,
I should like to proceed a little further,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota is
demanding the floor. He yielded to the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I beg the Senator's pardon. Does the
Senator from Minnesota wish the floor?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota is
demanding the floor. The Senator from Minnesota yielded to
the Senator from Nevada, and the Senator from Nevada must
surrender the floor to the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Minnesota
if he will not surrender the floor for the purpose of allowing
me to complete my sentence regarding Colorado?

Mr. NELSON. I will by and by surrender the floor wholly,
but I want to suggest one thing to the Senator. He can avoid
personalities by not referring to States. Alaska is a sort of
no man’s land. We can discuss that without provoking any
bad feeling in the Senate.

Mr. NEWLANDS., If the Senator will permit me, I might
explain——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I again disclaim——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota has
not said whether he would or would not yield.

Mr. NELSON. I shall soon yield the floor, and then the
Senator from Nevada ecan continue. I have occupied the floor
much longer than I intended.

I wish to say, in conclusion, that in anything I have said I
have not intended to reflect upon either the present or the
former administration. I think Congress is as much at fault
in these matters as the executive departments.
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I desire to say, further, that, to my mind, the coal-land lawse
as now interpreted and applied by the department as to the
States and Territories, outside of Alaska, by which there is
an appraisal of the coal in every acre of land before it is sold,
and making the purchasers pay the appraised value of the coal
lands, works well and does no injustice to the Government.
The price is, by the appraisal, put at such a figure that those
who want to purchase for immediate development can afford
to buy at that price, while the price is too high for those who
merely want to buy for holding for speculation.

This system—and it seems to me a good one—was inifiated
by the former administration, and is carried out by the present
one. Exactly the same system has been adopted with reference
to the entries under the stone and timber act. The minimum
price there is §2.50 an acre. In times past the Land Department
treated that as the maximum price and sold the land. Now
they appraise the land, and whoever gets land under the stone
and timber act has now to pay for the value of the timber.

One of the best suggestions I have heard in reference to the
coal lands in Alaska was this, and it came from one of the
experts of the Government. He said, “ Why not apply the
same principle to Alaska coal as we do now in the States?
Change that Alaska law so that instead of having a fixed flat
price of $10 an acre make a minimum price of $5 an acre,
and then we can go and appraise as we now do in the
States, and thus secure a fair price for the land, the appraised
value based upon the guantity and value of the coal.” Alaska
needs help. First of all the lands should be surveyed, at least
the coal and agricultural lands, and then they need a fair and
workable coal-land law, uonder which they can secure coal
lands at a fair and reasonable price and in such quantity that
development can take place, It is a crying shame that Alaska
can not use her own coal, but must import it from the outside
at exorbitant prices.

Alaska is a great country—rich in natural resources. We
owe the people who have gone there and who intend to go
there a duty, and we ought to discharge that duty promptly
and intelligently in order to develop that country.

In conclusion, coming back to this bill, as I said at the outset,
while I think under existing laws, as interpreted by the Supreme
Court of the United States, the President has ample power
of withdrawal, broader and more comprehensive than is given
him in the present bill, yet, owing to the fact that his power
has recently been questioned and become mooted, and inasmuch
as the President feels that the doubt should be settled by ex-
press and direct statute, I think we ought fo pass this bill
To my mind this bill diminishes rather than enlarges the
power of the executive department, and therefore it seems to
me if* ought not to encounter opposition except from extreme
and ultraconservationists, I therefore trust that all friends of
moderate and reasonable conservation, of whatsoever shade or
character they may be, will support this bill and help pass it.
I think the effect of it will be wholesome, and it will serve to
put at rest controversies about withdrawals and put true con-
servation on a reasonable basis.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the eonsid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June T,
1910, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate June 6, 1910.
CorrectoRrs oF CUSTOMS.

Charles T. Stanton, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs
for the distriet of Stonington, in the State of Connecticut. (Re-
appointment.)

Charles A. Barbour, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cus-
toms for the district of Bristol and Warren, in the State of
Rhode Island. (Reappointment.)

John M. Vogell, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the
district of: Castine, in the State of Maine. (Reappointment.)

ASSISTANT BECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.

A. Piatt Andrew, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury in place of Charles D. Norton, resigned.

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF INSULAR AFFAIRS.

Brig. Gen. Clarence R. Edwards, Chief of the Bureau of Insu-
lar Affairs of the War Department, for reappointment as chief
of said bureaun for the period of four years beginning June 30,
1910, with the rank of brigadier-general from June 30, 1906.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY,

CORPS OF ENGINEERS,

Col, William H. Bixby, Corps of Engineers, to be Chief of
Engineers, with the rank of brigadier-general, from June 12,
1910, vice Brig. Gen. William L. Marshall, to be retired from
active service.

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS.
To be first lieutenants with rank from June 3, 1910,

Horace Maxey Roberson, of Missourl, -

Sanford Williams French, of New York.

John Roy MecEKnight, of Pennsylvania.

The following-named first lieutenants of the Medical Re-
serve Corps for appointment as first lieutenants in the Med-
ical Corps of the Army of the United States, with rank in each
case from the date specified after the officer’'s

Albert Sidney Bowen, April 15, 1910, vice Capt. Irving W.
Rand, promoted April 23, 1908.

Ernest Robert Gentry. April 16, 1910, vice Capt. Powell C.
Fauntleroy, promoted April 23, 1908.

Roy Cleveland Heflebower, April 17, 1010, vice Capt. James S.
‘Wilson, promoted April 23, 1908.

George Martin Edwurds, April 18, 1910, vice Capt. Basil H.
Dutcher, promoted April 23, 1908.

George Burgess Foster, jr., Aprll 19, 1910, vice Capt. Leigh A.
Fuller, promoted April 23, 1!

Joseph Casper, April 20, 1910 vice Capt. George A. Skinner,
promoted April 23, 1908.

Henry Beeuwkes, April 21, 1910, viee Capt. Carl R. Darnall,
promoted April 23, 1908.

Edward Murray Welles, jr., April 22, 1910, vice Capt. Henry
Page, promoted April 23, 1908.

Condon Carlton McCornack, April 23, 1910, vice Capt. Balley
K. Ashford, promoted April 23 1908.

William Henry Thearle, Aprll 24, 1910, vice Capt. Henry A.
‘Webber, promoted April 23, 1908.

Glenn Irving Jones, April 25, 1910, vice Capt. Jere B. Clayton,
promoted April 23, 1908.

George Willlam Cook, April 26, 1910, vice Capt. Weston P.
Chamberlain, promoted April 23, 1908.

Charles Carroll Demmer, April 27, 1910, vice Capt. Edward I.
Schreiner, promoted April 23, 1908. .

Charles Tomlinson King, April 28, 1910, vice Capt. Ira A.
Shimer, promoted April 23, 1908.

Thomas Holland Johnson, April 29, 1910, vice Capt. Frederick
M. Hartsock, promoted April 23, 1908,

William Herschel Allen, April 30, 1910, vice Capt. Douglas F.
Duval, promoted April 23, 1908.

Larry Benjamin McAfee, May 1, 1910, vice Capt. Clarence J.
Manly, promoted April 23, 1908.

Adam Edward Schlanser, May 2, 1910, vice Capt. David Baker,
promoted April 23, 1908.

Carl Edward Holmberg, May 3, 1910, vice Capt. Albert H.
Truby, promoted May 1, 1908.

John Pierpont Fletcher, May 4, 1910, vice Capt. James R.
Church, promoted May 1, 1908.

Joseph Edward Bastion, May 5, 1910, vice Capt. Joseph H.
Ford, promoted May 20, 1908

Thomas Dupuy Woodson, May 6, 1910, vice First Lieut.
Samuel T. Weirick, retired from active service June 18, 1908.

Alexander Taylor Cooper, May 7, 1910, vice Cdpt. Percy A,
Ashburn, promoted June 24, 1008.

John Thomas Aydelotte, May 8, 1910, vice Capt. Cary A.
Snoddy, honorably discharged August 21, 1908.

Taylor Edwin Darby, May 9, 1910, vice First Lieut. James
Reagles, retired from active service September 12, 1908.

Thomas Collins Austin, May 10, 1910, viee First Lieut. Fran-
cis A. Halliday, retired from active service September 13, 1908,

Mark Dye Weed, May 11, 1910, vice Capt. Edmund D. Short-
lidge, resigned September 15, 1908,

Edward Dunster Kremers, May 12, 1910, vice Capt. Stanley
G. Zinke, honorably discharged November 7, 1908.

William Browne Carr, May 13, 1910, vice Capt. Elmer A.
Dean, promoted December 4, 1908.

Charles Walter Haver Lampf May 14, 1910 vice Capt. Francis
M. C. Usher, promoted December 12, 1008
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Harry Reber Beery, May 15, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

James Rudolph Mount, May 16, 1910, to fill an original
yacancy,

Royal Reynolds, May 17, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

James Shelton Fox, May 18, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Felix Robertson Hill, May 19, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Ralph Godwin De Voe, May 20, 1910, to fill an original
yvacancy.

Wayne Hector Crum, May 21, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

John Anson Burket, May 22, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Wibb Earl Cooper, May 23, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Thomas Ludlow Ferenbaugh, May 24, 1910, to fill an original
yvacancy.

William Lloyd Sheep, May 25, 1910, to fill an original va-
cancy.

Edgar Clyde Jones, May 26, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Arthur Osman Davis, May 27, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Floyd Kramer, May 28, 1910, to fill an original vacancy.

Edward Leroy Napier, May 29, 1910, to fill an original va-
cancy.

Owen Chester Fisk, May 30, 1910, vice Capt. Willard F.
Truby, promoted January 1, 1909.

Robert Ward Holmes, May 31, 1910, vice Capt. Frederick F.
Russell, promoted January 1, 1909.

Howard Andrew Knox, June 1, 1910, vice Capt Edwin P.
Wolfe, promoted January 1, 1909.

Harry Blaine Etter, June 2, 1910, vice Capt. Henry S. Green-
leaf, promoted January 1, 1909,

William Cole Davis, June 3, 1910, vice Capt. Louis P. Hess,
promoted January 1, 1909.

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Herbert E, Kays, to be a lientenant in
the navy from the 31st day of January, 1910, to fill a vacancy
existing in that grade on that date.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Isaac C. Johnson, jr., to be a lieuten-
ant in the navy from the 10th day of March, 1910, vice Lieut.
James R. Combs, retired.

Ensigns Herbert E. Kays and James 8. Woods to be lieuten-
ants (junior grade) in the navy from the 31st day of January,
1910, upon the completion of three years' service in present
grade,

George W, Martin, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be a second
lientenant in the Marine Corps from the 2d day of June, 1910,
to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date.

Boatswain Allen T. Webb to be a chief boatswain in the navy
from the 30th day of July, 1909, upon the completion of six
years’ service in present grade.

Boatswains Patrick J. Kenney and Frederick W. Metters to be
chief boastwains in the navy from the 16th day of May, 1910,
upon the completion of six years’ service in present grade.

Gunners Ernest Kellenberger and Augustus Anderson to be
chief gunners in the navy from the 25th day of May, 1910, upon
the completion of six years’ service in present grade.

Machinist Fred W. Cobb to be a chief machinist in the navy
from the 28th day of March, 1910, upon the completion of six
years' service in present grade.

POSTMASTER.

. George J. Kispert to be postmaster at Jefferson, Wis., in place
of George J. Kispert. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-
ary 27, 1910.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 6, 1910.
SURVETOR oF CUSTOMS,

William B. Turman to be surveyor of customs for the port of
Nashville, in the State of Tennessee.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE.

Gordon Russell to be United States district judge for the
eastern district of Texas.

Uxrrep STATES MARSHAL.
Dupont B. Lyon to be United States marshal for the east-
ern district of Texas.

~ PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY,
Lieut. Clarence 8. Kempff to be a lieutenant-commander.
Lieut. Wilbur G. Briggs to be a lieutenant-commander.
The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu-
tenants:
Royal E. Ingersoll
Louis C. Farley,

JUNE 6,
Robert L. Irvine,
Turner F. Caldwell,
Walter B. Woodson, and
Gerald Howze.
The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (jumior

grade) :

Royal BE. Ingersoll,

Louis C. Farley,

Robert L. Irvine,

Turner F. Caldwell,

Walter B. Woodson,

Gerald Howze,

John M, Poole, third,

Anthony J. James,

Hugh Brown,

Vaughn K. Coman, and

William P. Gaddis.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lucian Minor to be a lieutenant.

Boatswains Frederick Meyer and Charles F. Pime to be chief
boatswains.

Boatswain Peter Emery to be a chief boatswain.

Carpenters Walter R. Donaldson and Arno W, Jones to be
chief ecarpenters.

Machinist George Crofton to be a chief machinist,

POSTMASTERS,

ILLINOIS,
George D. Palmer, at Galva, IIL

MISSOURL
Alexander F., Karbe, at Neosho, Mo.

NEW YORE.

John H. Broad, at Morrisville, N. Y.
M. Emma Ferris, at Lima, N. Y.
Charles Herbert Rich, at Cattaraugus, N. Y.

0HIO.

William Bowen, at Louisville, Ohio.
George H. Clark, at Canton, Ohio. ~
Edward L. Downer, at Archbold, Ohio.
Albert W. McCune, at Bradford, Ohio.
Gilbert D. MclIntyre, at Orrville, Ohio.
Edwin Morgan, at Alliance, Ohio.

Robert L. Moore, at Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio.
Charles W. Searls, at Madison, Ohio.
Onesimus P. Shaffer, at Youngstown, Ohio.
Adelbert B. Shattuck, at Wellston, Ohio.
Samuel 8. Stewart, at Columbiana, Ohio.
Frank F. Talley, at New Richmond, Ohio.
Henry D. Weaver, at Leetonia, Ohio,

8. C. Wright, at Cedarville, Ohio.

OREGON.
James T. Brown, at Pendleton, Oreg.

VIRGINIA.

J. N. Coffman, at Edinburg, Va.
Walter 8. Hunter, at Basic City, Va.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.,
Moxpay, June 6, 1910.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read
approved,

and

UNANIMOUS CONSENT CALENDAR,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar.

GRANTING PUBLIC LANDS TO CITIES FOR PARK PUERPOSES,

The first business on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was
the bill (H. R. 24416) to amend an act entitled “An act to
authorize entry of the public lands by incorporated cities and
towns for sanitary and park purposes,” approved September 30,
1890 (26 Stats., p. 502).

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be 1t enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved tember 30,
1890, entitled “An act to authorize entry of the public lands by incor-
porated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes’ (26 Stats.,
p. 502), be, and the same Is hereby, amended to read as follows :

“ That incorporated cities and towns shall have the right, under rules
and reg tlations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interfor, to purchase
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